FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOI/PA 

DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 
FOI/PA# 1193946-0 


Total Deleted Page(s) = 1 
Page 118 - Duplicate; 


XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 
X Deleted Page(s) X 

X No Duplication Fee X 

X Forthis Page X 
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX 





STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office Me 
TO > Mr. Ladd | DATE: December 1, x 





VERNMENT 






FROM : Mr. Ros A ` l Call: Js 15 AeMe lAs 
es 6) 11/29/52 AE 
SUBJECT: LOUIS V OMPACNA; CHARLES GIOR; m 
PAUL/DX/LLCIA A. Palco) (o ) | — 


Es = } Harbo PEA 

a — MO) 

K | 0 mu 

SAC Malone called to advise of an article in this.” 2050 mos RR 

Chicago Tribune under date of November 29,1952, carrying K~, -t pe 

y one inch headlines and a picture of tae Director. It refers to AA, 
the “the Attorney General ordering a "Dàrole pbrobe.2nd.r olace. the FBI n Pa 
into a bribery... ‘hunt. The article, while not quoting, states that $ 
the Attorney General said that he intends to find out if bribery . 


figured in the "now famous case of the úhree Cnicago mobsters." of A 
























Malone stated that the investigation with respect to de- Jeria 
termining if there was any, basis lor. parole provocation 1, is ote Med IM 
june meten However, he raised the ques tion as to whether IE- 





additional investigation is to be conducted into possible bribery, 
corruption or graft. 


de was advised that, as he was previously informed, he 

should keep alert and his eyes and ears open for any “indication of 

possible “bribery Or. corruption. "He was told that if.any.2enson being 

“interviewed raised Such a matter, the person should be thoroughly 

interrogated and the full facts oresented to tae | Bureau, and that ne 
“should not proceed automatically with investigation directed at 
possible bribery until the matter nad been fully analyzed by ine 
Chicago Division and the Bureau. 


The above is submitted for informative purposes. 





ce: Me. Ni 





ols ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
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Memorandum to Mr. Ladd 


* 


The Bureau files. nesfiect.bbat. Confidential, Informant 
ES yoknown.,.2avised in — tha that Allen 


Bt AM P Tt of PUMP Bind “kita RA 


srman,,.nad former..close. Communist ties. 








CURRENT DEVELOPHENTS 








The Attorn 
and complete investigation of 1 ouis Compagna, Paul Delucia a 
Charles Gioe, the parolees in tnis case, to determine whether any 
new evidence could be developed which would warrant revocation 
of their parole. This investigation_is.abso for, une. purposes of 
developing any suggestion - that there might nave,been, any bribeny, 
corruption, Qr.gr2aLt.in. n. ne Dandling.«of. bhis. mabber. 


enera. requested an immediate, full 










RECONMINDATIONS 


1! 5 
In view of the Attorney General's request, — is recom 


mended tnat Bernard be fully inberviewed for a O: mation in his 






4 E omen — 
possession concerning the alleged bribery in tnis case and tuat 








is files of the Chelf Commib6ee. De completely. revicied for all 
d 


from Bernard. inbais.conneotion, as welt 


other pertinent informatsgn RT regarding this case, 





If you approve, an appropriate memorandum to the Washington 
Field Office and the New York Office is attached, 


"o unl 


6X , 
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Memo to Mr. Ladd 12/1/52 FLP:hec 


STANDARD FORM NO. €4 


Office "8 o UNITED Aes GOVERNMENT 





TO : Mr, Ladd : DATE: December 1, 1952 





























pu ý Tolson Ut. 

FROM 3: Ae RO sen( _< \ Nil A 
| | E 
$ Jj l Harbo 
SUBJECT: LOUIS COMPAGNA , et al. zum 

PAROLE MATTER Call: 1:30 Delle Laughlin — 

Vintetrowd —_ 

dis E 
The Chicago Division was heh and Gdvised of the “” 

Director's instructions, to il "THAT WE shourd most 





Es 


a 
a ^w 


Special Agent Sol Dennis at Chicago was advised that a 

; thorough review should be made of the past investigation in the 
Compagna matter to make certain that all allegations of bribery, 
corruption, and graft were completely run out. Tf the Chicago 
file fails to reflect that all such allegations have been 
exhaustively explored, such allegations should now be run out 
thoroughly, As for the current investigation, the Chicago Division 
was instructed that it should check with informants and be alert 
during the course of all interviews and future investigation to 
developing any suggestions that there might have been any bribery, 
corruption, or graft in the handling of the Chicago parole cases» 
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Ja freelance riter, who furnished Information Totnes Colb "ms 





Office MemorAb dime * UNITED stags GOVERNMENT 


TO : dos DATE: December 2, 1952 








FROM Rosé yA 
a bay’ t Tolson van 
SUBJECT: LOUIS COHPAGNA, ET AL — — 
BRIBERY; PAROLE kATTERS A ss 
Résen p 
PURPOSE : oe 











Yo 
To recommend taat tne Bureau | interview Allen Bernard, Hu RA 









COMM EES? on June. 18, 1952, to the effect ti e then Attomey Puff 
—— — i neceived.2.50..000_of an amount of $750.00! — 
allegedly Dait o. Obtain. th e parole of bne four. Subjects — CESE 42. 


ing 19 j 
faa? ! 


BACKGROUND 





Former SA Robert A, Collier, Chief Investigator of the 
Chelf Committee, furnished the Bureau with a memorandum dated July 10, 
1952, reflecting information received py the Committee from one 
Allen Bernard, who described himself as a free-lance writer, address 
413 East 52nà Street, New York City, to the effect that he had proof 
that $750,000 was paid to obtain the parole of tne four gangsters in 
this case, and that the then Attorney General Tom Clark received 
$250,000 of this sum. 





This information was furnished to the Attorney General dy 
memorandum of July 14%, 1952, and he was requested, to advise whether 


any Oia Was | desired. No investigation concerning this 
allegation was requested by tne Attorney General. 





[opp 
Chelf Commit ; ential oasis a copy O 

Pe report to jo. the Committee KT ILLUC Um "results Of Ais interview 

with Bernard. This report reflected Óernard. Leccived _ information 

from two informants, and claimed ne nad in, is possession the numbers 

and denominations o Of the bills paid to Clark. He refused, T 

to disclose taese numbers. Hennari alleged tnat Haury Hughes. 2 
attorney in Dallas, Texas, was.a.fron&.man, an 10 AO 


one. third. o. Clari. one third i to the Presi; ent and one Baird bo. Hughes. 
— N 
I» 






Bernard indicated he had been dickering with a — ] 
on an article on Tom Clark, and there wWas..some..ndication he was. 
concerned Witn UID quesbion. of. Aibel.in the event of of publication 


of suc : article. PECORDED. 4 [SL 2 20 © O —Al | 5A 


EX 104 | DEG c, oes 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED — 23 


——— D. 4 
DATE holis. OPS Cd. ^" E Ate 














STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office Memor. dum e UNITED "E | GOVERNMENT 














TO : Mr. Ladd g^ DATE: December h, 1952 
FROM = Mr., Rosen ag 
(g —— 
SUBJECT: LOUIS COMPAGNA, ET AL Ee 
BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTERS WEE ts 
ASAG Hargett, New York..city,—was_telephonically "-— 
advised that the Director..has..anbhorized._interview of Allen  . 





Bernard, a New York .fres=-=lance. Writer, with reference to cany 
allegations previously made by him to the effect that former 
Attorney General Clark had received a large sum of money to 
obtain the parole of Compagna and other subjects. Mr. Hargett As 
was advised that this interview must, be conducted (prompti ys anaa s 
is to be handled b mature experienced Bure Bureau Agents. He | — / 
was informed that since the allegations concerned | misconduct 

on the part of a Government employee, Bernard should,.be..placed 
under oath when interviewed and a signed statement should be 

taken from him. Hargett was advised that this matter must be 

called to the personal attention of SAC Boardman. It was 

pointed out that the Bureau forwarded today to the Washington, 

New York, and Chicago Field Offices complete instructions 

by letter dated December 2, 1952, together with complete 

background information needed to interview Bernard. Hargett 

was advised that the Bureau must be informed of the results 

of this interview promptly following its completion. 











ce: Mr. Nichols 
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f FBI INDIANAPOLIS _ 11-29-52 


DÉRECTOR, FBI | URENT | — A 
E WY @ = 


LOUIS CAMPAGI LUCIA» VA. PAUL“RICCA, CHARLES 
IPAGNA n. PAULCDE LUCIA» VA. PA A, ES 


| 


PEOLE., BRIBERY, PAROLE VIOLATORS. THIS OFFICE PRESENTLY 
nti AAA AICA O fi — ~ e 
.CONDUCTING INQUIRIES CONCERNING INSTANT CASE AS REQUESTED, 


e 


BY CHICAGO OFFICE. INDIANAPOLIS TIMES NEUSPAPER ON INSTANT D 


DATE CARRIES HEADLINES TO EFFECT FBI TO PROBE PAROLE OF e 


FOUR EX MOBSTERS AND THEREIN QUOTES ATTORNEY GENERAL TO 


+ — Lors 








EFFECT THAT 4RBRERX LATTER HAS ORDERED FULL SCALE COMPLETELY NEU 
FBI INVESTIGATION FOR NINETEEN FORTY SEVEN PAROLE OF FOUR 

FORMER CHICAGO GANGSTERS. THIS_OFEICE CONTEMPLATES 

SNGHXEX INQUIRIES FROM PRESS AND SAME WILL BE ACKNOULEDGED.BY THIS. 


——— MÀ. — — + 


OEEILCELTO EFFECT THAT THIS BUREAU CONDUCTING INVESTIGATION | 


.ATBREQHUEST..OE-AG. UACB. eb IE me OOO n A [SY 
\ KING RECORDED 0 V EX o EM JA 


— m 
p 
a => 





4 f." E — a i — 
i. — 
LOS A NE 
END e. PT pp "dau MR LUCR IN 
ACK PLS J | ME, Miéhols Office inste ucbed, 


Lrdiana polis +p Answer ALL INACE 


1-12 AM OK FBI WA DP : 
y p de 
Lu nr No bommen = 








VV 

iK arron MISERE VERE PS 

7 4 DECEO nep ry (Spei Sage 
M 


X 
EL—IE——— 











— 7 7 s 

— ⸗ — — EA — — — — MEN — — £ 
-= = * 
— 
—— y 1 r 


C mice Memo e * UNI » WERNMENT 


TO DIRECTOR, FBI (58-2000) DATE: 12-3-52 E. 
? SAC, uM (58-59) AIR MAIL 
SUBJECT: LOUIS CAMPAGANA, was, et al 
BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTERS ATTENTION: 
P Assistant Director A. ROSEN | — 
4 oe pores 





4 
| contacts would undoubtedly make him aware of any procedures >,’ 


¡used by that element to beat convictions. McCORMICK further Ma 


HAR MeCORHICK, general assignment reporter for the 

Dallas Morning News, advised me that he saw a wire service 
release out of Washington on 11-29-52 to the effect tnat 
the Attorney General had ordered the FBI to investigate the 
circumstances surrounding the release from Federal prison 
of three convicts of Italian descent with the objective of 
clearing up the rumors and allegations that they had been 
released through irregular procedures. McCORMICK did not 
have the exact names of these persons, 


HeCORMICK advised that some three years ago he was engaged 

in an effort to work up a feature story which involved the 
underworld ang in eee of his inquiries became acquainted 
with one ¡JOWMLIETO (ov-TEITO), who was serving a life sentence 
in the Texas 'State Penitentiary at Huntsville, Texas. This 
convict ‘had previously served several sentences in Federal 
courts for dope handling and other matters, according to 
MoČORMICK, 


M^ ^MeCORMICK advised that he recalls that LIETO told him 
that at one time he had been confined to the same cell block 


in the Federal penitentiary at Leavenworth in which the 


three above referred to Italian prisoners were confined, 
and that he shared the cell with one of them. He promised 
MeCORMICK that if the latter would secure for him a transcript 


| of the case on which he, LIETO, had been sentenced to.life X 
tin the Texas penitentiary, he would furnish MeCORMIGK they A? 
¡complete details as to just how the three above referred. to IN 


prisoners gained their release from Federal custody. HoCORHICK 
stated that he got LIETO his transcript but that LEITO M 
thereafter. backed out on furnishing the information. HOCORMICE ` a 
advised that in his opinion LIETO is not reliable, but he is v. 
convinced that LIETO was well acquainted in the underworld 
element made up of persons of Italian descent and that his N 
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DI. Letter 12-3-52 


stated that he is positive that the individuals concerning 
whom LIETO claimed to have information are identical with those 
whose names were in the wire service dispatch of 11-29-52. 


HARRY MCCORMICK is a most unpredictable individual who is 
handled with circvmspection by personnel of the Dallas Office. 
Efforts have been made since 11-29-52 to have him socure 
further information, but without success, This letter is 
therefore directed to the Bureau for its consideration, with 
copies to Houston in case Tre Bureau is engaged in any invest- 
tivation in which this information might be pertinent. 





A : i e / ^er. 
Office Mem | * UNIT. VERNMENT 
TO : Mr. Tolson yo! DATE: 11/18/52 
FROM : Ho dd C. ego Ht NC 4 





v D d 
SUBJECT: PAUÉ DELUCTA } Y - E as y^ 
PAROLE MATTER ; U | 
STATUS REPORT Hj / ; y 
| E 
(1) Although Assistant Attorney General Murray pee 





, that he did not learn until Wednesday following Friday, 
k 


ttcca, et al, yet AE 
Mr. Andreu-Oehngnn, Executive Assistant to Mr, Murray, states. s Ü 
that he called to the aktenition.of Murray the fact that this X 
subject, DeLucia, alios RICCO was one of the Chicago gangster Á À 
involved in-Lhe.alleged.poy-off parole. He states he call O mem 
the importance of this case to Mr. Murray's attention and 
explained that he had held the memorandum recommending 

: "no appeal” uni il Mr. Murray's return from staff conference. 

| Will see Murray today to reconcile this discrepancy. 


— — 


| 
E (2) Mc. Robert Erdahl, Chief of the Appeals Section of 
e the Criminal Division, is one of those who initialed the 
y memorandum prepared. by Mr. A, E. Gottshall recommending 
. Gottshall is a subordinate of Erdahl. Erdahl is 
oul of the city as his mother died this past weekend and he 
) will be in Indiana for several days. 
N 


Another Criminal Division Attorney who initialed the 

Gottshall memorandum recommending no appeal is Mr. Fred E. Steine 
pO ———— — - yh T aem HI SES, LAG PIE A — —— ossis dio" ^ ves 

who is on an extended honeymoon vacation until late December, /n Aou, 
aud AR ooo 8 — m 

«Since Erdahl ond Strine did not initiate the recommenda- 
tion but merely approved it, it is recommended that no attempt be 
made to have them interviewed at this time. The report can 
Show their extended absence from the city and_indicate that 
there are no plans to interview them unless specifically 
requested---tf this recommendation is approved. 


(3) The telegram to the U. S. Attorney at Chicago over 


the signature of Assistant Attorney General Murray advising 
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that the Solicitor General had ruled that there would acre 
appeal, and the case, could 1j be. e considered < closed | “was. sent. 
Chicago over 


| ! public wires of the Public Buildings. — 
It was sent from Washington at 6:27 P.M. on uL TEIL i iie 
s November 8, was the > last day tor" appeal. 
The message was delivered to the U. S. Attorne ey, — — in, 
Chiecogo.0i.9:02. AM., Monday.  louember ..10,.. 1952. The Public 
Buildings Service held the wire from- Fri iday n. ight until. 
TT MEER DE E DE service. discontinued. 


after 5:30 P —— 


yf 






















Mr, Polson | 11/16/52 


| | 

He Ho Clegg 

PAUL DeLUCIA alios | 

PAUL RICCA : | 

PAROLE MATTER ALL INFORMETION CONTAINED = 

SOS Bosa je 
SYNOPSIS DATES IO A3... Bios | 

Background | 


Paul DeLucia and 4 other defendants were sentenced 
to 10 years cach and fined $10,000 each on December 31, 1943, 
and the 5 prisoners were paroled on August Jo, 19474 The Parole 
Board revoked the parole and 2 of the parolees, Compagna and Gtoe, 
instituted habeas corpua proceedings in «tlania, Gedrgta, The 
Government eventually lost the case and. the libi dd decided not 
to appeal, Paul DelLucia was arrested as a parole uiolator in Chicago 
and as a result of habeas corpYs proceedings and sulisequent Dleading &, 
Judge Igoe at Chicago issued Judgment to the effect that the parole — 
revocation was not justified, The Department decided on «ovember 7, 
1952, not to appeal the decision, This was 1 day before the appeal 
period ezpired, The Attorney General was not notified, there had 
been a considerable delay in reaching à decision as ito whether 
the Government would appeal, and after the decision was reached 
not to anpeal a telegram to the Us 3. Attorney, Chicago, advising 
of thts decision was dispatched on the evening of November 7, 1952. 


The Delay in Reachinc a Decision  —— 3 
Advance copy of Judge Igoe's decision recéived in 

Department on August 25, 1952. Mr. Aaron Es Gottshall handling 
ihe oase in the Criminal Division, dictated acknowlédgnent dated 
September 3, 1958. On September 25, 1952, the decision of Judge 
Igoe which was placed on court record as of September 9, 1952, was 
received with Us Ss Attorney's views against appeals Ao further 
action until Mr; Cottshall wrote Parole Board for tts views on 
Eet ober 16, 1952, and reply of Parole Board dated i. October 21, 
1952, Next action woe on wovember 4, 1953, when the, preparation 
woe begun of a memorandum by Mr. Gottskall recommending a j;0inst 
eppeal. This memorandum typed sovenber 6 and modified on 803e date 

by Section Chief, Mrs srdahl, On .ovember 7, day before final 
a, Gate for a:peal, this memorandum submitted to and approved by 
us Messrs, Charles B. Murray, Fred E. trine and Andrew F. Oehmann 
nmn of Criminal Division and by Messrs. Murray L. Schwarta aud Robert Lo 
"= etern of Solicitor General's offices 
—— Mr. Gottshall etates he had large volume ond constant 
- pressure of work and inudequate assistance which accounts for the 
»es—delay and "oversight." Assistant Attorney General ifurray states 


Tele, Rn. 114% — 
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delay was avoídable and not excusable, that Mr. Gottshall was 
undoubtedly overloaded with work, Mr. Gotiíshall got an assistant 
asetgned to him on August 25, 1952. There were no follow-up, 
decket, or leg recorda maintained to require proper priority and 
attention to thta type of case. 
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After the Acting Solioiter General had decided on "No 
appeal," ifr. Gotéshall of Criminal Division prepared the telegram 
of November 7, 1958, advising U. S. Attorney, Chicago, of Soltattor 
General's decision and instructing that case be closed. This 
telegram was approved for Mr. Murray by Mr. Oehmonü, Ezecutive 
Assistant to Mr. Murray. No other Departmental of Ptctals approved 
the wire, Mr. Murray did not see the telegram before it was 
dispatched at 6:27 P.M. on November 7, 1952, over Public Building 
Service wire to Chicago where it was received in Publto Butldtng 
Service Teletype Center, Chicago, at 5138 P.M., OST, 11/7/52, 
and the message was delivered to U.S. Attorney, Chicago, at 
9102 A.M., November 10, 1958. 


Messrs. Gottshall and Oehmann conaidered the telegram 
as routine administrative procedure in advuising U.. Attorney of 
action taken. Aaaistant Attorney General dfurray conatders hta 
approval of the recommendation not to appeal to fis r.aponsibility 
Jor sending the telegram on him as head of Criminal Diviaton. 





The decision as to whether to appeal the deciaton of 
Judge Igee tn the DeLucta case was not communicated to the 
Attorney General, his views were not solfoited, and the outgotng 
telegram of November 7, 1952, aduising the U. S. Attorney, Chicago, 
was not cleared with the Attorney General er hia o fice. The 
previous publtatty and Congressioncl hearings about the paroles 
to Compagna, Gioe, Delucia, et al, were known to those who 
parttoipated in the decision noi io appeal the Delucia case. 
Assistant Attorney General Murray of the Criminal .tuiston considers 
the fatlure to notify the Attorney General the mos) serious overe 
sight in the matter and this was "no one's function except mine 
and thus the most serious blame in the entire matter is mine” 
and hia position in the higher eschelons of ihe Department makes 
tt his fob to notify the Attorney General when important publte 
relations considerations are involved tn such cases. He could not 
recall that he recognized the case as one of the Compagna group 
oJ parolees, when he considered the case although he potnted to 
references to the Compagna case tn the memorandum, which he 
personally tnitteled. 





. public importance to cause a Solicitor General te 








— sting Saitatter General Robert L., Stern sitatea he 
did not gall the easa to the Attorney General ls atúention because 
there seemed no reason to dó so and ge far as he Knows no 
. Soltotóor General has been directed to clear hie débisions tn 
passing on appeal reoonmendgttona with the Avtarno x General, 





He estates tf a onse seems suffictently doubtful and of enough 
elteva that 
. the Attorney General should be informed, a. case nay ba — 
: wtth the Attorney General, as he hae pin ta other asen, 
afd not occum to him that thts cave ei wh thin wnat category. 


l 








^ Mp. Aaron E, Gottmhall received a routing — from 
hia section chtef, Mp. Robert Erdahl, whtoh. routing slip was 
attached to a copy of the apinion of Judge Igoe, and Ar. Erdahl 
indicated "Pr strongly his view that there was tip basta fer 
an appeal. He prepared the memorandum recommend ing that no 
appeal be taken, whtch wae cencurred in by Messrs,. Cn: B, Murray, 
Andres: Fa Oehmann, Fred E. Strine, and Robert Erda M ef the 
|J €ríntnal Diviston, and by Hurray L. Sohwarúz and B pert de Stern 

of the Solicitor General s office. i 


| Those interviewed cited as recsons rand their deotston 
g pore or all of the followtug considerations: | 


(1) Judge Underwood la Georgta held there was not sufftotent 
evidence of parole violattes to juattfy révoking parale 
dn the Compagna-Gtoe case. Two of alleged grounds far 
violation in that case are drea bases for eharge ogaínat 
DelLueta.  /—— 

(2) Eetremely difficult to get an appellate cttert to reverse 

qa diatrict court's Pindings of facte- 

(3) Recommendation for no appeal in Conpagna-6tee case had 

. been approved by Mr. Gottshall, Mr. Erdghl; and 
Mr, Hetnerney of Criminal Division, by the: Asstatant 
Ua S. pido ing. | whe tried the oase, by Mp. Dilverberg . 

e 


or Selicitor General's offtee who argued the case in 
the Supreme Court, by Mp. Stern pereonally and by 
Seliettor General Perlman, Mp. Demos fs oj; Criminal 





Dtuteton favored an appeal. — 
(4) Ur. Justice Jackson, during a prior argumint of a 
, phase of the Compagna case before Supreme DUM 
Gaid thie was o bad case for the Government 
| present as tt would likely make bad parole pid 
(S) In aSditien to two of the three charges agpinst | 
- Pelucta being the same as those th Compagn —— 
0698, the third epeo ifts oharge | "ele ting | lo money gtuen 
By gueate at Dolucia's daughter's wedding breakfast and 
reception was referred io by Judge Igoe who a tated, "The 
decal parole agent at the time had a comple te report from 
petitioner that the money ocontréübuted by xd guess te 
3 


f 


i 
M 














was the property of the newly married couple and net 
income to petitioner.” There ts nothing tn the record 
to show Judge Igoe is wrong. k 


The Parole Board advised they had no additional evidence 


|. upon which a revocation of parole eould be based. 


(11) 
(12) 


Recommendation agatnet appeal was. ade by Messrs. Murray, 
Oshmann, Erdahl, and Gotitshalaof Criminal Dtutaton, and 
by Mr. Schwartz of Solicfter General's office and by 

U. S. Attorney!a offibe, Chica, and by the Parole 

Board. | ra | l | 

Two different ETN courte found no evidence ta 

support revocation in the two atmilar Cases. 

Án impartial obgeruer would conolude and the two distriot 
courts did conclude that Parole Board was induced to reveke 
paroles because of Congressional pressure and had net 
evaluated evidence as objeotívely as tt would have 
otherwtee, 

The Government had previously conceded ¿hat petitioners 
had a cause of aciton if revocation of parole was teaued 
orbitrarily without evidence or information on parole 
violation, j 

The four to four deateten of the Supreme Court tn the 
Compagna case on a procedural point gave no encouragement 
to appeal thia case. 

This te a bad agse for appeal aa bt would be ltkely to 
make bod parole law if taken to an appellate court. 


LUBRDOSE 


fhe above synopéis is for ihe Direator's information and 





Jor the Bureau's recorda. 
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M, W nta zrowd.. 
Pete, ROA — 
Ely H. lian — 


E 
LOUISV CAMPAGNA; PAUL "E LUCIA, WA, WP PAUL RICCA, CHARLESÜEOTE, | 


BRIBERY, PAROLE VIOLATORS, RE INDIANAPOLIS TEL DEC SECOND ins Tir 2/ 
h 
TO BUREAU AND NY, FROM INFO FURNISHED RETEL NOT FEASIBLE TO , dre 


ma 


Ae e 
ATTEMPT TO IDENTIFY INDIVIDUAL DESCRIBED AS ASSOCIATE OF capaci" CN 
INDIANAPOLIS REQUESTED TO FURNISH IDENTIFYING DATA IN ORDER THAT n - / 


.NYO MAY INTELLIGENTLY CONDUCT INVESTIGAION IN ATTEMPT TO IDENTIFY wit fe 


UNKNOWN INDIVIDUAL. UAC NO FURTHER ACTION BEING TAKEN THIS DIVISION. 
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FBY, LOS ANGELES 12-3-52, 11-08 PM PST JD 
IRECTOR AND SAC CHICAGO URGENT | 
TADA 
N/A 
/ 49) lo” hoz AN 
Ry LOUISM"CAMPAGNA, ET AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTERS, ALLISON 
2 
LITTLE, REPRESENTATIVE OF HEARST ADVERTISING AGENCY, LA, | "NA 
- ', JFORMERLY EMPLOYED BY THAT AGENCY AT CHICAGO ON RESORT p if 








ADVERTISING SOLICITATION, VOLUNTEERED FOLLOWING INFO LATE 








i 7 
TODAY. IN EITHER SPRING OF FORTYEIGHT OR FORTYNINE, HE WAS “2 
SOLICITING ADVERTISINC IN HAYWARD, WISCONSIN. HE MET MR. a 

_ DIRA Kam: AGITUR CUR Fare — —À— HEREDI MEDINA E s o t» 


E E 


AND MRS. JOHN ANDERSON, OWNERS OF ALADDIN CLUB NEAR HAYWARD, 





ONE EVENING HE, ACCOMPANIED MRS. ANDERSON TO A RESORT NEARBY 





OWNED BY MRS. MILDRED NOVAK OR NOWAK WHOSE NICKNAME IS MIDGE, 





WHERE MRS. ANDERSON WAS TO SPEND NIGHT, fgets HAD FEW DRINKS. 
A HARUM A A — O > 
^j ' 

MRS. NOVAK WAS DESPONDENT BECAUSE HER HUSBAND, TOM NOVAK, / 











AKA TOM MIX, HAD FOUND A YOUNG GIRL HE LIKED AND HAD ASKED 


Nunnan AN 


MRS. NOVAK FOR A DIVORCE. AS PART OF FINANCIAL SETTLEMENT, 


HE WAS TO GIVE MRS. NOVAK DEDO PROPERIY THEY d 1565 


BUILT, JUST OUTSIDE HAYWARD. LITTLE T MER NAP 
Au 


OF RESORT. MRS% NOVA ADVICE 6 "MAS. ANDERSON A 
LLTTLE AS TOHON SHE. COULD GET MORE MONEY. LN DIVORCE 





^t 2 f, 
". DEC iT ER saepe E 


END PAGE ONE 








PAGE TWO 


SETTLEMENT, LITTLE SAID HE COULD NOT ADVISE HER. MRS. 
NOVAK CLAIMED HER HUSBAND WAS IMPORTANT MEMBER OF SO CALLED 
CRIMINAL SYNDICATE IN CHICAGO WHERE THE NOVAKS OWNED TWO 

OR THREE TAVERNS ON WEST SIDE, WHICH WERE USED AS BOOKMAKING 
AND GAMBLING JOINTS, SHE TOLD LITTLE AND MRS. ANDERSON 

THAT SHE HAD A GREAT DEAL OF INFO CONCERNING HER HUSBAND-S 
ACTIVITIES BUT SHE WAS AFRAID TO PRESS TOO MUCH BECAUSE’ 

OF HIS CRIMINAL CONNECTIONS. MRS. NOVAK SAID HER HUSBAND 





VAS VERY FRIENDLY WITH RACKETEERS FROM TONY ARCCARDO ON 





DOWN WORKING ALWAYS IN BACKGROUND. SHE RELATED THAT HER 


— EEG LEA ee 
— — — A ——— o 


HUSBAND WAS INSTRUMENTAL IN COLLECTION AND. HANDLING OF 


m — Mes Mecca Bins x 





FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS WHICH SHES STATED, _AS_NEARLY VERBATIM. 





——— Uo —— — — —⸗ 


EA UM Ee S LITTLE. CAN RECALL» — L KNOW FOR A FACT THAT MONET 
WENT RIGHT TO TH RIGHT is M OF s ian iiS TO — a 








TO LOUIS CAMPAGNA, CHARLES 5 CIOE, AND PAUL DELUCIA, HE 





— E — 


SAID MRS. NOVAK WAS VEHEMENT IN HER ACCUSATION BUT CLAIMED 





— 


THERE WAS NO WAY SHE COULD USE THIS INFO TO GET ANY ADDITIONAL 
— — — —— — IIA A = 


A xis TR — — a ns Aree, * 





MONEY FROM HER HUSBAND. LITTLE GATHERED IMPRESSION MRS. NOVAK 
| | | I 


— a Ct 


HAD COMPLETE DETAILS ON THIS MATTER AND SHE HAD EITHER SEEN, 





„NOVAK COLLECTED FOR THIS PURPOSE. 





END PAGE TWO 

















PAGE THREE 


ALTHOUGH LITTLE HAD NO IDEA THAT SHE HAD DOCUMENTARY PROOF 
OF HER STATEMENTS. HE CLAIMED THIS MONEY WAS FOR BRIBE 





PURPOSES AND NOT TO PAY DELINQUENT. TAXESa= LITTLE SAID JOHN 





ANDERSON VAS NOT PRESENT AT THIS CONVERSATION. LITTLE MET 
MRS. NOVAK ON ONLY THIS ONE OCCASION. WHEN LITTLE WAS IN 
HAYWARD LAST SPRING HE INQUIRED OF THE ANDERSONS CONCERNING 
MRS. NOVAK AND LEARNED SHE WAS VISITING IN CHICAGO AT 

TIME BUT STILL OPERATED HER RESORT AND WAS CONSORTING WITH 
THE RESORT MANAGER SO HE ASSUMED SHE PROBABLY IS DIVORCED 
FROM TOM NOVAK, LLLILE MAINTAINED THAT MRS. NOVAK WAS NOT 





INTOXICATED PURING CONVERSATION AND AS SHE AND MRS. ANDERSON 





WERE FRIENDLY, THINKS THEY MAY HAVE DISCUSSED MATTER ON 





OTHER OCCASIONS. RECENT NEWS ARTICLES RE THIS, CASE CAUSED 
LITTLE TO RECALL ABOVE CONVERSATION. HE MENTIONED IT 10 





ACQUAINTANCE WHO NOTIFIED THIS OFFICE TODAY. IMMEDIATE 
ARRANGEMENTS WERE MADE TO INTERVIEW LITTLE AND FOREGOING 


GA 
DATA OBTAINED. AMSD LETTER FOLLOWS DECEMBER FOUR NEXT. ranch OMe ) 
A a 
CARSON A 
Mois T 
p X ar p 
Vw Lou fa" e 
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END, ACK, AND DISC PLS IN O edi 
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WA 2-17 AM OK FBI WA ELR sE. 
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DFOCEXBER 8, 1952 
8AC, CHICAGO Se ly 





MI E 
LOUIS COUPAGIA, WAS, ET AL, BRIBERY 2 PAROLU. 2ATTER. RT SAN FRANGISCO 


TEL TO DIRECTOR AND CHICAGO DECEMBER PIVE. INSTITUTE NTOESSARY 

INV STIGATION TO LOCATE AND INTERVIEW DICK HANLON OR HOULAM, 
RVURAIRINL DECEMBER SIX, NINETPEN FIFTYTWO, GONCTRUING INJOR4ATION 
EHOTIVTD rrof | ROVIE) PREVIOUS BRIBPRY INMTSPIGATION POLO 7D 
INFORMATION oz PERSONS juaurp VHO ARK APPAROUTLY IDENTICAL 
WITH AHTHONY ACCARDO, PRANCIS JEROMT CURRY, AUD WILLIE HICNSY TO 
DTTFRHINF WHETHTR, IN LIGHT OF THIS ADD! TIONAL INPORUATION AND 
ENLARGTD SCOPE OF PRPSTNT INVUSTIG/TION, ALL LOGICAL INVFSTIGATICN 
HAS BEEN CONDUCTED. CONDUCT NECECSARY INTERVIESS INCLUDING THE 
INDIVIDUALS HTNTIONED TO BRING MATTER UP TO DATE. IN RTPORTING RESULT 
OF PRTVIOUS INTFRVIEUS ATTRIBUTE INFORUATION TO "OURGE RATHTR THAT 
STATING "HOPE THE CHICAGO OFFICE FILES RITLIGT ETC. UNcUOTT, 
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SXANDARD PERM NO. 64 0 é J æ 


Qffige Memora val « UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT | 


í 
TO . Mr. Ladd ^ I DATE: December 3, 1952 
: $ Tolson y 
j FROM : Mr. Rosen K l er » l Ladd — 
A A 














2 l pue Glavin 
SUBJECT: LOUIS CAMPAGNA, was, et al. j NAP aa 
BRIBERY A Go e 

PAROLE MATTER — E arbo 

ECC I E nem 

Tn order to determine whether subjects may have — Tele. Room 

made false statements to the Parole Office concerning their Nease 


Gandy, 


income, it is believed that an examination of their income | ; 
tax records for the years 1947 through 1951 would be beneficial. 


l If you approves, there is attached hereto a blind memor andum 
which should be forwarded to the Liaison Section so that the requested 
records may be obtained. 


Attachment 
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MEMORANDUM 


HE: LO AGNA, 
PAU DE g BOTs” 


In connection with en offioiel investigation 
Photostats of the income tax roturns for the years 1947 
through 1951 on the following individuels are i rn 


Campagna 
2927 “Maple Avenues 
Berwyn, Illinois 


Cherles Gice 

200 East Chestnut Street E 
Chicago, Illinois (1919) ia 
end also resided | 
Seneca Hotel | | 
Chicago, illinois (1950) : 
Paul DeLucia po 
012 La 


2 Lathrop Avenue . i 
River Forest, Illinois | 
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The Attorney General December 9, 1952 





> 


Director, FBI í 
P. 
LOUIS COMPAGNA, with aliases, et al 


ONE BOT M jan : M 
DnIPs1Y; PAPOL? MATTENS ESTOS SPSTL Cue) 


There are enclosed herewith. the following reports? / 
covering the invostigation to date ou the —— E | 
ati ODE E 


Report of Special ipgont Walter Y. Troy, dated 
id December 2, 1952, at Indianapolis, Indiana. 


Report of — Agent Leo Ka Cook, dated 
December 2, 1952, at Detroit, Michigan. 


Report of S -ecial Agent Robert K. Lewis, dated 
December h, 1952, at Washington, D. C. 


Report of Special Agent Raymond J. Driscoll, dated 
December 3, 1952, nt Chicaro, Illinois. 


Report of Special Agent Robert E, Lewis, dated 
December 5, 1952, at Washington, D. C. 


Report of Special Agent John E. Seykora, dated 
Necember 5, 1952, at New York. 





It is noted that the report of Special Agent Robert x. 
Lewis, dated ^Cecember 5, 1952, Washin+ton, D. C., contains 
information fror one Allen Bernard, a free-lance writer, who 
advised the Chelf Committee that he bad information that 750,000 
had beon noid to effect the parole and that former Attorney 
General Tom Clark had received one-third of this sum. Bernard 
-rrp usos to divulge the sources of his Information.” 















o4 Om The New York report listed above reflects ‘that Bernard 
| En s interviewed by Agents of the New York Offids and continued 
£1 E refuse to reveal the identity of his informante. | 


This investigation is continuing and eo Aas of reports 




















— ed bt furnished to you as they oar adr 
Nichols —— y e co 28 ^) | 
— or your info MÉKQR RAN 
EN Chicago District of no ¿gttráacion"“and Naturaliza 1on,. 
Barbo ervice, 4dvised that a very active” and extensive investigation FD 
TEAR Bas been coflucted by his office in an effort to determine 1f 
ucl subject Charles Gioe is an American citizen or an alien. He i 
a Rn, 3M | : — — 4 | 
wie mE Attachments (6) M d \ / f i uu 
— l TOES HJK að yA Sy J yl 
— pS AN b — [^V 

€ 3 
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The Atcornoy Gonoral 


stated that investigation reflects a false entry in the 
birth records at Chicago, Illinois, indicating Gioe was not 
born in the United States and that 4 valid birth certificate 
has been received from Italy reflecting the birth of Gioe 
ón March 9, 1907, at Palermo, Italy, He stated that his 
Department has developed & strong case whith may lead to 

the deportation of Gioe somotime in the early part of 1953, 
and requested that this fact remain confidential, He feels 
that 1f the information coveerning Charles Gloets alien status 
becomes known and la prominently discussed in newspapers, it 
may jeopardize the case conéerninm the devortation of Gtoe, 


La assured our (Chicago Office that the files 
in his office contained no information concernin: any alleged b7D 
bribery or parole irrerularities. 


ee: 2 ~ Assistant Attorney General ih 
Charles B, Murray (Fnefbjures) (6) 
i 
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DECEMBER 3, 1952 
SAC, SAN FRANCISCO 2 7 é- 
C 
LOUIS COMPAGNA, WAS,ET AL, BRIBCRY, PAROLE MATTER. ROBUAIRTEL 
| i NOVEMBER TWENTYONDL, NOA FIFTYIWO. IN VIEW OF URGENCY THIS 
| TATTER SUGGEST CONTACT AUSA KARESH AND REQUEST PERMISSION TO 
| b6 
| CONDUCT LIMITED INTERYIEW OP TO EXTENT OF HAVING HIM, >. 
EXAMINE PHOTOS IN EFFORT TO IDENTIFY LIRTEL RESULT. /U 
OF THIS CONTACT AND EARLIVST DATE| dom BE THOROUGHLY 
INTERVITWED. I mew 
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FBI, LOS ANGELES 12-35-52 10-26 PM PST br be (es 


DIRECTOR AND SAC CHICAGO, SAN FRANCISCO €, URGEN T — 


, “e 


LOUIS CAMPAGNA, ET AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTERS, RE CHICAGO 
— — — — 


TEL TODAY REQUESTINC LOCATION AND INTERVIEW OF GERALD JOSEPH 
COVELLI, FBI NUMBER ONE NINE NINE FIVE TWO NINE -ZERO. 
ATTEMPTS TO LOCATE COVELLI AT FORMER LA RESIDENCE AND 
BUSINESS ADDRESSES DEVELOPED NO INFO RE HIS PRESENT LOCATION. 
COVELLI REGISTERED WITH LAPD AS EX DASH CON MAY NINE, FIFTYONE, 
WAS ARRESTED BY LAPD MAY TWELVE, FIFTYONE, FOR FAILURE TO 
REGISTER WHEN REQUIRED AND FOR GIVING FALSE INFO ON 
REGISTRATION, CONVICTED, SENTENCED TO SERVE TWO JAIL 
SENTENCES OF SIX MONTHS EACH, TO RUN CONSECUTIVELY. AFTER 
SERVING ABOUT ONE MONTH HE AGREED TO VOLUNTARY PROBATION 

ON TERMS HE REMAIN OUTSIDE CALIF. FOR THREE YEARS DURATION 
PROBATION, THAT HIS ATTORNEY SHOW COURT ONE WAY TICKET FOR 
COVELLI TO CHICÁCO, AND LAPD OFFICERS ACCOMPANY TO AIRPORT 
ON DEPARTURE, HE DEPARTED LA VIA PLANE ABOUT APRIL TWELVE 
LAST FOR CHICAGO. LAPD HAS NO INFO INDICATING HE HAS SINCE 


RETURNED TO CALIF. COVELLI-S UNCLE, JOHN Ra BORCIA, NOW 
: RES 3l 
def quocum OOD- SE 
D G bee 7 " N 
EN Bc T m í — y — mis OEY 100 





E C52 
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PAGE TWO 


CONFINED FOLSOM, CALIF, PRISON ON LA NARCOTICS CONVICTION. 
BORCIA-S WIFE, KNOWN AS ANN RICHARDSON, HAS DISCONTINUED 
HER ACTORS AGENCY IN LA WHERE COVELLI FORMERLY CLAIMED 





EMPLOYMENT. COVELLI-S WIFE, JAN COVELLI, RESIDES THREE 

SEVEN TWO NINE NORTH MAGNOLIA, CHICAGO, TELEPHONE EASTGATE 

SEVEN NINE FIVE THREE THREE, HIS FATHER, JOSEPH COVELLI, 

AND AUNT, HELEN R, BORCIA, REPORTEDLY RESIDE NINE FIVE 

EIGHT NORTH HAMLIN, CHICAGO, COVELLI WAS RELEASED FROM 

JOLIET PRISON NOVEMBER TWO, FIFTY, JOHN BORCIA FORMERLY 

OPERATED PRIMROSE PATH TAVERN, CHICAGO, AND JAMES RYAN, 

WHO WAS CONTROLLER AND OFFICE MANAGER, TAM O SHANTER CLUB, 

CHICAGO, IN JULY, FIFTY, BELIEVED WAS EITHER PARTNER OF 

BORCIA OR WORKED AT PRIMROSE FOR HIM. LAPD OFFICERS 

OBSERVED COVELLI AT FLAMINGO HOTEL, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, 

JULY EIGHTEEN LAST WHEN HE HAD BEEN REPORTEDLY TRAVELLING 

BETWEEN THERE AND CHICAGO. COVELLI IN CUSTODY CHICAGO PD 

APRIL FOURTEEN LAST. IF HE RETURNS TO CALIF. DURING 

PROBATIONARY PERIOD, WILL BE ARRESTED TO SERVE BALANCE 

OF STATE SENTENCE. IF COVELLI IS NOT LOCATED THROUGH 

CHICAGO RELATIVES, SUGGEST SLC BE REQUESTED TO INQUIRE FOR 

HIM AT LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, REPORT FOLLOWS AMSD DECEMBER FOUR. 
CARSON | 


END, ACK, AND DISC PLS IN O 
UA 1-33 AM OK FBI WA ILM 
CC 12-33 AM OK FBI CC JOC 7939939939% 
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4 DIRECTOR, FBI AND SAC, CHICAGO URGENT 


WF, JAEN WAS., ET AL BRIBERY, PAROLE marrer | 0 0 0 0 | 


INTERVIEWED TODAY AND ADVISES NONE OF THE PHOTOGRAPHS OF PRISONE & g- 
AT LEAVENVORTH PENITENTIARY NAMED 5 SUPPLIED BY THE xd omia 


ARE IDENTICAL WITH THE PHOTO OF THAT HE HELPED SMUGGLE OUT 

OF LEAVENWORTH ON BEHALF OF RICCA. HE INDICATES PHOTOCRAPH {| | 
US PEN LEAVENWORTH NO.| — — — [zs A LIKENESS BUT T 
DOES NOT BELIEVE HE IS IDENTICAL.|  |JADVISED THE INDIVIDUAL WHO | 
WAS WORKING AS A TRUSTEE IN IDENTIFICATION BUREAU, LEAVENWORTH AND WHO 
OBTAINED THE PHOTOGRAPHS FOR HIM FROM THE IDENT BUREAU HAD NICKNAME pc 


OF PADDLEFOOT AND HIS CORRECT NAME IS DICK HANLON OR DICK NOWLAN. ¿> 


THIS INDIVIDUAL WAS A CONFIDENCE MAN DOING TIME AS A RESULT OF 2" 
— CONVICTION ON A CONFIDENCE GAME IN ST, LOUIS arra] [poss NOT 
BELIEVE THAT PADDLEFOOT KNOWS PHOTOGRAPHS WERE MEANT FOR FICCA. 
REPORT BEING SUBMITTED AMSD DECEMBER EIGHT NEXT. IT IS BEING LEFT TO THE 
7? | DISCRETION OF THE CHICAGO OFFICE AS TO UHETHER OR NOT INVESTIGATION 


H SHOULD BE CONCUCTED AT LEAVENWORTH TO IDENTIFY M —— Art 


w| FOR INTERVIEW [ — UU O alt 64 
Xu DO A7 t DEC 10 1232 
NI ES DEC 10 ip? BROWN A, 
AAA EX. - 108 CC. WAN 
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TO : Mr. Tolson í "yc DATE: 11/18/52 
FROM M He ot anak nd 
Li : — * sg, LA AC E. Nichols... 
subject: [į PAUL DELUCIA alias BLU — 
| PAUL RICCA DATES ¡ES tS * 
| PAROLE MATTER sie aa E f^ e 
SYNOPSIS oe mo 
Background | Es M 
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to 10 years each and fined $10,000 each on December Sl, 1943, 
9o uen e ere na nTa o ious t 15, 1947. The Par ze) g,/ 





Judge Igoe at Chicago issu ed judgment to the. effect, that the parole 


.- -IR 


The Delay in Reaching a Decision 


| Advance copy.of. Judge. goes decision received in =, 
Department on August 25, 1952, Mr. Agron E. Gottsnoll handling 
Sepienber.J, 1992. On September 25,1958, the decision of Judge | 
Igoe which was placed on court record as of September 9, 1952, was 
| received- Geel PE EE EU | 


* 





“A 


action unt 
Ootober 16,1952, and reply of 
1952.. Next action wasn November 4, 


t Obr Ite HEP SEN HT RI caes 7 E A e TS 
date for appeal, this memorandum, submitted L0.0nd. approved Di. 
Messrs. ard es Be, MULTA Us... 





L4 


delay, and "oversights, Assistant AtborneycGenetaX2 Murray states 
Á V o. | 
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coz Mr. Ladd Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Nichols Mr. Winterrowd b 


thoi DEG dep 1992 (QA 
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delay was avoidable and not excusable, that Mr. Gottshall was 
undoubtedly overloaded with work. Mr. Gottshall got an assistant 
Gash oped bn hin. ons dugu Mb ZO ALÍ INCTC PEL Emir QUUD 

n Oel DGA TES, VILLA LAL E A me NE QUITE. Proper priority and. 
nr ry Pm ge "Yr" YD on es CASE e 


Ihe Preparation of a Telegram to the U. S. Attorney, Chicago 


After the Acting. Solicitor General, bad decided. on. VO, 
appeal," Mr. Gottshall of CLiMingd.PiVESt,0RePREDLTEO bE» Le legram 
of November 7, 1952, aduising.Us,|.D5., ATTOTNE Y ge: Chicago, 0f. Solicitor 
S Wecisionandwinstruoting. thai. -case..bé..cLosed. This 
telegram D d for Ur. Murray by Mr. Qehmann, Executive 
BH E ir — llo. other Departmental. officials LS approved 
the wiree Mre Murray did not see, the telegram. be LOT e esl D See 
dispatched, ai. 6. at E DM OR NO VENDE Toaig "1952, c over Public Building 
Service wire to Chicago where tt was received in Public Building 
Service Teletype Center, Chicago, at 5:38 P.M., CST, 11/7/52, 
and the message was deliuened.io.U.S. AB LOrney, Chicago, at. 
9:02 Ao Mos, November 10, 1952. AA 



















Messrs. Gottshall and ehmann eonsioered Lh eee Leg nam 
as routine administrative procedure in advising U.S. Attorney of 
action taken. Assistant Attorney General Murray considers his 


approval of the recommendation, not. £0,-OPPCOLbOmfbbnTESPpOnstbrLity 
rsending, Ehe telegram. ¢ on him as head of Criminal. Divistons 





Failure to Notify the Attorney General 


The decision as to whether to appeal the decision of 


Judge. Igoe. 1n. LUE ce DOLUC Lr CAS Gee DA 1,0 e OMMU ICQ GEA — * 
——— GenenaJd.. ja visus were not solicited, and the QUO dg. 
egran November 7, 1952, advising the U. S. Attorney, Ohicago, 
— not cleared with the, Attorney, G General or. MIS. offcgo The 
previous publicity. and Congressional hearings.about the- paroles 
to Compagna, Gioe, Delicia, et al, were known to those who 
participated in the decision not to appeal he De ucta case, 

tant Attorney Generar’ Hurray of the — "Division considers 
Lune to notify the Attorney General the most sertous over- 
ht in the matter and ti as. "0 one's, function except mine 
a d thus the most serious blam blame in the 1e entire matter is mings” 
and his position in the higher egchelons of of the Department makes 
it his job to notify the Attorney General when important public 
relations considerations are involved in such cases. He could not 
recall that he recognized the case as one of the „Compagna group 


of parolees, Ù RAE T he pointed to 


referencesr.toéhe, Com npagna CASE UM oll Pr Inemoaa noh aub Bill Cronin 
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PLersanally. Lniuial9de 





Acting Solicitor General Robert Lo. SAAMA states he 
did not call the case to the Attorney General's attention because 
TREL SS CME LAN BLAS ICI ITE REC OT, 2S WE AROS all O oo 
Bo Lio d Qe CD LT d DESI oe bed. . to lear. "his decis tons Hi 
PESSENG. OR APPEAL re GOMMRAALL ONS DI Emde, AELOTHEY e eC 
He states if a case seems sufficiently doubtful and of enough 
public importance to cause a Solicitor General to believe that 
the Attorney General should be informed, a case may be discussed 
with the Attorney General, as he has done in other cases. Tt 





Basis For Decision Not to Appeal 
Mr. Aaron E. Gottshall received a routing Slip from 


TG v Pew SY. 2 X 


his Section. bie ns Robert LTddhl, which routing slip was 
attached. 59.0. 6,02 of the Opin On OP andas CTS and tire ¿rdahl 
indicated Isiperskrongluhis vigu that RETE was no. no —— 
—— * I.e. ID. TU TOC ODE TIO LD Som YOU TO 

appeal be "takene which was concurred in by „MESST So P 
Andrew F. Oehmann, Fred E. String, and, kopert brüahl of the 


Criminal Division, and bu Murray L. Schwartz and Robert Le Stern 
of the Solicitor General s office. — 


T terviewed, Cib AREAS OR Sme iT ECTS. TON 
b Or ru the LOLLQWING Considera tiong: 
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(1) Judge Underwood in. Georgia, held there was not sufficient 
ce Of. DOTOLE ULOLOELON, tondi UV aD OAE 
in the  Conpaonaz loe. case. S20, —Du0-.05,.011696d, Grounds, for. 
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(3) en appeal, in Compagna~Gtoe case had - 
IMITA My, “Gottshal] yr Ms. Erdahl. Ond. 


2 MUELA, CN; Criminal Division, by the Assistant 
U5. Attorney, ti who „tried the. 1,0088, DU. tre. SELVE berg, 


Of, Solicitor Generals office who argued the case in 
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appellate court to reverse 
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(4) Mr. a "d a prior argument of a 
phase of the Compagna case before Supreme Court, 
said this was a. bad. case. forthe Government bo, 
DIGSOnt.Q8. i. 0ould d likely make b “bad parole lob. 
(5) In addition to two of the three C Charges against 
DeLucia being the same as those in Compagna-Gioe 
case, the third SDE ci Lo CLOT Dba rela ting to money given 
PU LUE SS, Ot DU 2, O0 hter's s weddin reg fast an and 
reception.was referred 60 by Judge. 1909, DRO Stated, "The 
local parole agent at the time had a comple te report from 
| petitioner that the money contributed by such guests 
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was the property of the pie ndo ok and not 


income — al 1 in the, record. 
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The ee Y had. no, additional evidence 
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The Attorney General Yovember 21, 1952 
li d PERSO JAL AN "ERENT 
PAUL DELUCIA, WITH ALIAS hs 
PAULPRICCA | | - 2. Wero 
PAROLE MATTER — WWCLASSIFlED = SP Qu Hy - f 
> , : OR Qs — E 
fri T Cena i — 

I em attaching the results of the investibatton which 


you requested this Bureau to make relating to the ccptioned 
matter. | i 


I$ wtll be noted that the attached memorandum spynopaisea 
the resulta of the inveatigatton and thereafter sete forth the 
resulta of the phase of the investigation requested which per- 
tains to the reaching of a decision within the Department not 
to appeal from the decision of Federal Judge Igoe, together with 
the attendant delay and the failure to notify you of the de- 
cteton reached, 


J The second portion of the attached memoraadum deals 
with the tnueatigatton requested pertaining to the a»parent 
acceptance of claíms made by DeLucia that funde ezperded for 
a wedding reception on January 24, 1948, for his daujhter in 
an amount over $12,000, were contributed by guests aad frienda, 
These claims of Delucia appeared to be o pertinence, tnasmuch 
as one of the basis for the attempted re cation.of parole of 
Delucta was the allegation that he had f&iled t@- report funda 
whioh he himself, had expended for the wedding Pecepison. 

me (v) pod) 


| No additional investigation t$'Beingocotdücted by 
the Bureau in the absence of a request frosjyou. Fh thia regard 
your attention ts called to the Sect thet Mr. Bodert Erdahl, 
Chtef of the Appe&late Section, Criminal Divtagjon, fi absent — É 
, fron Washington fÚr several days because of tha death of his J 
mother in Indtend,;:and Mr. Fred E. Strine, Chief of the Administrative 
Begulationa 8éótion, who also concurred in the reconrendation not. 
UV. $0 appeal thig “caña, ts on extended leave, his office advised, 
" O'until late December in Nassau and in Florida. In view of the 
In cénnéctton with the inquiries which you requested, 


findings already agt forth in this report, Mr. Erdáhi and Mr. Strine 
» not be interúutewed unless you so desire, 
m 
ought you nigk* rested in Te jutag th vf 0llowing: obaervatia - 
gely of an admi; ture, P —— rS 
| e E Ly ` D 
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il. Frem the report submitted you will observe that 
there was delay in handling this cose tn the Department. The 
delay occurred tn the Criminal Division and has besn described 
by Asalatant Attorney General Murre: of that Division as 
"avoidable and not erousable." We. Murray and sevsral of his 
staff advised that neither in the attorney's offics, the Section 


nor the Division was there any follow-up, docket or log record 


ülavin . — 
Baro —5h— — 
n — — 


or system maintained to require proper prierity ani attention 
to this type of case, 


E You may desire to issue appropriate instructions 
of a corrective type. 


: a, Aa you are avare, you were not notified of the 
action in this case. Assistant Attorney General Murray and 
Acting Solicitor General Stern both satd they were unaware of 
any extabing instructions which would reguire that such 
netification in such a matter as this be furniahed the Attorney 
General, Mr. Murray atated that the responaibility was Ate ond 
he recognized that from his position he should obviously ccll 
to the attention of the Attorney General any inpertant matter 
or any oase involving the likelihood ef considerabie publicity 
such as $hís, Ur. Stern stated that, although he had been ín 
the Department for eleven or twelve years, he had no knowledge 
of any such requirement, 


It may be that you would desire to consider issuing 
appropriate tnatructions te cover such matters to cll Divisions. 
of the Department. 


Je An examination of the Department's file (95-93-38) 
reflected that tt was not up to date, documents pertinent to 
the case vere maintained in an attorney's office, ond papers 
belonging to the file, although received and stamped tn the — 
Records Branoh in 1950 and 1951, did not reach the file until 
1959. It would be obvious that any official of the Departnent 
interested in ascertaining the atatua of a case handled in such 
a manner would be unable, without considerable difficulty, to 
determine tts status eo long as attorneys are permitted to hold 
pertinent papere and documenta in their office. 


Tou may desire to issue instructions o^ a 
corrective nature. 


ús With rel'erenomw to the findings in the OeLucia 
case, $t appears that the United States Attorney ani the 
Department were on notice that Delucia olaimed that the funca. 
paid for the wedding breakfast and reception were contributed 
by guests and friends who attended these events. No investigation 
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“te verify thesa elaine was requeated of the Federal Bureau | 


of Investigation because tha United States Attornay at Chicago 
stated thot he purposely failed to make such request because 
he wanted to crose~examine Delucia and wanted thia element as 


on item of surprise tn the cross-ezanination and ae fecred 


that an taveatigation by the FBI would put Delucta on notice 
concerning thie item. It mould certatnly seem, however, that 


with such d notorious individual as Delucia involoed, the United — 


States Attorney and the Department offictale should have been 
alert to try to find waya to maintain revocatten of parole. 


| Jt would seem to have been advisable to request the 
FBI to investigate thie aspect to determine the truth or 
falsity of the olcim and oa a possible neans of maintaining 


the revocatton of the parole. E 





























(B. In the event the Department destrea to reopen thie 
matter and to request additional investígatian of any phase - 
of it, for exanple, the aource of the funda te pay for the 


wedding parties, may I suggest that prior te such a request 


a deternination be made as to whether new or additional facts 
weuld result tr further action by the Departuent. I make tiis 
observation in order, tf possible, to avoid any unnecessary | 
investigation unless some legol or adnintatrative action ¿UE 
contemplated. Mi l 
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SYNOPSIS ALi 
br 
pe 

Paul DeLucia and four other defendanta wire sentenced 

to ien years each and fined $10,000 each on December 31, 1943, 

and the five prisoners were paroled on August 13, 1947. The 

Parole Board revoked the parole and two of the perilees, 

Compagna and Gtoe, instituted habeas corpus proceedings in 

Atlanta, Georgia. The government eventually loat the dase 

and the Depariment decided net te appeal, Peul Delucia waa 

arrested as a parole violator tn Chicago and ao a result of 

habeas corpus proceedings and subsequent pleadings, Judge 

Igoe at Chicago teened judgment to the effect thet the parole 

revocation was not justified. The Departuent deciced on 

Nouember 7, 1952, not to appeal the decision. This was one 

day before the appeal period expired, The Attorney General 

was net notified, there had been a considerable delay in 

reaching a decision as to whether the Goveranent would appeal, 

end after the decision mas reached not to appeal a telegran 

to the U. S. Attorney, Chicago, advising of this deciaton, 

was dispatched on the evening of November 7, 1932, 


The Delay in Zeaching a Decision 


Advence copy ef Judge Igoe's decision received in 
Department on August 25, 1952. Mr. Aaron E. Gottshall handling 
the case in the Criminal Division, dictated acknowledgnment dated 
September 3, 21952. On September 25, 1952, the decision af Judge 
Igoe which was placed on court record as of September 9, 1952, 
was received with U. S, Áttorney'!s views against appeal. No 
further action until Ar, Gottshall wrote Parole Board for tte 
views on Üctober 16, 1952, ond reply o/ Parole Board dated 
October 21, 1952. Nert action was on November 4, i952, when 
the preperation was begun of a memorandum by Hr. Gottshall 
recommending against appeel. This memorandum typec November 6, 
and modified on same date by Section Chief, Mr. Ercahl. 0n 
November 7, day be/ere final date for appeal, thie memorandum 
submitted to and approved by Hesars. Charles B. Murray, Faded E. 
Strine and Andrew F. 0ehmann of Criminal Division and by | 
Messrs. Murray L. Sehvarte and Robert L, Stern of Soltetter 
^ General's office. 





& 


Background 


ir. Gotishall states he had large volume and constant 
pressure of work and inadequate assistance which accounts for the 
delay and "oversight." Assistant ^ttorney General Murray atates 
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delay waa avotdable and not erousable, that Mr. Gottsiall waa 
undoubtedly overloaded with work. Mr. Gottshall got an assistant 
assigned to him on Au;uat 25, 1959. There were no foliow-up, 
docket, or log records maintained to require proper priority and 
attention to thia type of case. 


^e Preparation of a icdegrom ke tos a Athearn’ RÍSLOS 


After the Aeting Solicitor General hod decided on "lio 
appeal," Mr. Gottshall of Criminal Division prepared ihe telegram 
of November 7, 1952, advising U. S. Attorney, Chicago, oJ solicitor 
General's decision and instructing that case be closed. This 
telegram was approved jor Mr. durray by dre Ochmann, “tecutive 
Assistent to Mr. Murray. No other Departmental officials approved 
the wire. Mr, Murray did not ese the telegron befor. it wus 
dtepatohed at 6:297 Pid, on lovember 7, 195%, over Fuolio Building 
Service wire to Chicago where it waa received in Pubiic Building 
Service Teletype Center, Chicago, ot 5:38 Pele, CST, 11/7/52, 
and the message was delivered to U.S. Attorney, Chicago, at 
9308 A.M., November 10, 1958. 


Messrs. Gottshall and Vehmann considered tie telegram 
ga routine administrative procedure in advising Ueus Attorney of 
action taken. Assiatant Attorney General Murray considers his 

appreual of the recommendation not to anpeal to fiz responsibility 
for sending the telegram on him ae head of Criminal Divis ioh. 





The dectaton as to whether to appeal the Gecision of 
Judge Igoe in the DeLucía case was not communicated to the 
Attorney Ceneral, his views were not solicited, and the outgoing 
telegram of November 7, 1952, advising the U. 5. Atvorney, Ciicago, 
| was not cleared with the Attorney General or his of,ice. she 
| previous publicity and Congressional hearings about the paroles 
to Compagna, Gtoe, DeLucta, et al, were known to those wo 
participated in the decision not to appeal the JeLucia case, 
Asatetont Attorney General Murray of the Criminal Viutdaion considere 
the failure to notify the Attorney General the nost serious over 
Sight in the matter and this waa "no one's function except mine 
and thue the most sertous blame in the entire matter la minez” 
wun bhat his position in the hi.her eschelons of the veJartaent makes 
v4 —it Ate job to notify the Attorney General when inportant public 
me»  Pelations consideratione are involved in suchcases. He could rot 
»—r6cG1l that he recognized the case as one of the Conpagna group 
an of parolees, when he considered the case although he pointed to 
"—— — references to the Compagna case tn the memorandum, which he 
mo personally initialed. 
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Aeting Soltotter Ceneral Robert L. Stern states he 

did not call the case to the Attorney General's attention because 
there seemed no reason to do so and so far aa he knowe no 
Soliottor General hae been diraoted to clear his decisione in — 
paseing on appeal recommendations with the Attorney General. 
He states if a case seens sufficiently ceubtful anc of enough 

_ publto importance to cause a Solicitor General to believe that 
the Attorney General should be informed, a case may be discussed 
with the Attorney General, as he has done in other cases. J 
did not occur to him that this case fell within tut category. 


Basis For Deoteton Not to Appeal 


| Mr. Aaron E. Cottehall received a routin:s altp from 
his section chtef, Mr. Robert Erdahl, whitch routín:; sitp was 
attached to a cepy of the opinton of Judge Igoe, and Mr. Erdahl 
indteated rather strongly his view that there sas io basta for 
an appeal. He prepared the memorandum reocom:endiny that no 
eppeal be taken, which wae conourred in by Messra. ^. B. Murray, 
Andrew F. Oehnmann, Fred E, Strine, and Robert Erdahl of the | 
Criminal Diviston, and by Murray L. Schwartz and Robert Lo. Stern 
of the Soltotter Cenoral's office. AN 





Those interviewed cited as reasons for their deoiston 
a part or all ef the folleving considerationa : 


(1) Judge Underwood in Georgia held there was not aufficient 
evidence of parole violation to justtfy revoking perole 
in the Compagna-Gtoe case. Two of alleced grounds for 
violation in that case are also bases fcr charge againet 
De Luo ia. 

(2) Extremely diffteult to cet an appellate court to reverse 
a district court's findings of fact. | 

(9) Recommendation for ne aopeal in Compagno-Cioe case had 
been approved by Mr. Gottshall, Mr. irdahl and | 
Mr. McInerney of Criminal Division, by ihe Aeeistant 
U. Se Attorney who tried the case, by Mr. Silverberg 

of Solícitor General's office who arguec the case ta 
the Supreme Court, by Mr. Stern nersonaly, and by 
Soltettor Ceneral Perlman. Ur. De?olfe of Criminal 
Divisaien favored an appeal. EE 

(4) ur. Justice Jackson, duríng a prior argument of a 
phase of the Compagna ease before Suprene Court, 

^. said thie was a bad case for the Government te "n 
^ presen? as i$ would likely make bad parole lam. mu 

(5) In addition te two of the three charges against — —— 
De Luo to being the same as those in Compogna-Gíoe NE 

. oaBe, the third specific charge relatín; to money giogen— ^ 
by -uesta at Delucia's daughter'a wedding breakfast and .. 
reception was referred to by Judge Igoe who etated, "The — 
local parole agent at the time had a complete report fron — 
petitioner that the money contributed by suek guests — 
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a the property of the newly married couple ond not 
epe io ptr o ^ There ta nothing in the record 
to show Judge Igoe i8 wrong. 

(6) The Parole Board adutsed they had no additional evidence 
upon whioh a revocation of parole oould be based. 

(7) Recommendation against appeal was made by ¡fessrs. Murray, 
Qehmann, Ardahl, and Gottahall of Criminal Division, and 
by Mr. Schwarta of Soltottor General'a office and by 
UJ. S. Attorney's office, Chicago, and by tie Parole 
Board. 

(8) Two different distriot courta found no evidence to 
support revocation in the two similar cases. 

(9) An impartial observer would conclude and the two district 
courte did conolude that Parole Board was induced to revoke 
paroles because of Congressional pressure und had not 
evaluated evidence as objectivel: as it would have 
otherwise. 

(10) The Government had previously conceded that petitioners 
had a cause of action if revocation of parole was issued 
arbitrarily without evidence or information on parole 
violation. . - 

(11) The four to four decieion of the Supreme Court in the 

| Compagna oase on a procedural point gave no encouragement 
to appeal this cast. 

(12) This te a bad case for appeal as it would be likely to 
make bad parole law if taken to an appellate court. 


Wedding Reception for Daughter of DeLucta 





On 1/34/48, wedding reception for DeLucta's daughter held 
at Blackstone Hotel, Chicago, Illinois, and bill of $19,324.58 paid 
by DeLucta who took money from hia pocket and paid manager in cash, 
FBI at request of USA Kerner, Chtoago, conducted investigation of 
this and submitted report dated 6/12/48. Subsequent claims made by 
DeLucia to Probation Offtcer Colosímo, Chicago, that money for 
reception provided by guests and friends and was not that of DeLucia 
and, therefore, did not have to be reported tn monthly report to 
Probatton Officer. DeLucta also made such claims under oath tn 
connection with affidauits submitted in pleadings on his behalf in 
Habeas Corpus proceedings. Probation Officer, Chicago, accepted 
statements of DeLucia and USA, Chicago, never requcsted supplemental 

t4 —tnvestigation of FBI which was conducting investigc tion on baste of 
menso — Specíifio requests from USA. 


Belmont 





«s Investigation at USA's Office, Chicago, Illinois 





— | USA Kerner, Chicago, stated he purposely did not request 
wm PBI to conduct further investigation in order to determine source of 
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money in question because he planned to crese-ezanine DeLucta 

under oath with thought in mind Delucia might be caught tn 

lie thus giving rise to possible Perjury violation. Kerner 

etated he never had opportunity to place DeLucta on stand for 

ero &8-examínation because matter was handled by Judne Igoe from 
bench under the pleadinga which consisted ef petitione and | 
affidavita fron DeLuoia. USA never discussed source of money for 
wedding reception with anyone from Parole Offtce, Chicago. AVSA , 
Lulinski furnished substantially sane information to effect, pua p eu dett i 
no supplemental ínvéstigation requested of FBI re source of money. 


Letter from USA, Chicago, te Department in Washington 
dated 9/93/52, eta ted, with reference to wedding receptían 
incident, that DeLuota had reiterated hts claim "in the instant 
ease under oG$h." AUSA Lulinski stated thie referred to oaths 
in form of affidavita by DeLucta. | 


File in this matter at Office of USA, Chicago, reflects 
eorreapondence with Devartment making epeaocif/io reference to 
wedding reception incident. Also re/leots letter to Departe 
ment from USA Kerner dated 9/23/83, stating Chteago Probation 
Offíce aduteed of DeLucia's olatim that funda proviced by guests 

and went on te state it was Ferner's belíef nothihcó to be gained 
by appealing unless thereafter at a Parole Board hearing he 
could support the charges made in the parole warrart. Letter 
«tated "(t$ fe our belief euch evidence is lacking ond that if 
Parole Beard revokes parole the Paroles in thts doce would no 
doubt, be discharged upon the Frit of Habeas Corpus, after 
inquiry ia made with respect to the evidence needed to support — 


such revocation,” | 


AUSA Lultnski telephonically contacted Ercahl, Criminal — 
Divteton, 11/6/53, tngutring aa to whether appeal to be taken, 


Investigation at 
htgege, | | 


U. & Probation Office 
tnot | | 








- File re DeLucia matter of Probation Office reflects 
Officer Colosimo, who handled this case during pertinent period, 
interviewed DeLucia.7/9/48, with former Chief Probation Officer 
Fisher. | DeLucia stated he had evidence to prove he did not pay 
for wedding from his own funds and claimed to, have list of. 
» contributore who were gueste at reception. Penctled note tn 
I— file re thie intervutew states "has a record ef cll montes 
^ me. Contributed and names and addresssa of guests, . .if a show 
— dom witnesses ore willing to testify.” 





' avin 


Lm Joseph 0. Colostmo, original Probation Officer for 


=. — DeLuofa, etated he made investigation as to source of mone 


wee PSÓefved$ that he interutemed DeLucia who satisfted htm and Fisher 
aa ta seuros of money. Actually dam receipts made eut tn nome. 
MOS ef Ales. Pens, groom's father, Alte alle gedly saw lièt or o1] — 





a c. . e m ET fv y, NS 





x 


—— ae - 
[ . à E 
_@ § ^ 
4 SAN 


c 











` : + : 
A : 
— 
— a 
A 
a de 
. 


gueata and amounts contributed by each. Stated he never discussed 
wedding or montes with anyone from office of USA except in 

casual conversation. Waa never asked to conduct investigation 
into wedding tnotdent by anyone. Sattafied no violation of 
parole resulted from wedding reception. Kade no report nor 
deemed it necessary to Parole Board, Washington, or to USA, 
feeling no responsibility to report to USA, 


Charles Y. Fisher, former Chief Probation Officer, 
Chioaco, now recolleots eceasion of interview with DeLueto by 
Colosimo but recalls no liat of contributors or ttemired list of 
expenditures submitted to Probation Office at Chicago by 
DeLucta. Doea not know whether Colosimo ever obtained such 
information, States he is certain his office dtd not tranantt 
such information to USA, Chicago, or any other Federal agency and 
USA, Chicago, did not request any inquiry. 


Investigation at U. S. Board o role ington, D. C 


File re DeLueta under control and cuatody of James Bennett, 
Director, Bureau of Prisons. Recent correspondence reflects memo- 
randum to Parole Beard head Dr. Xtllinger from Asstatart Attorney 

General Murray dated 10/16/59, which summarized letter from 
Untted States Atterney, Chtoago, 9/23/52, adutsing prinoipal 
concern centered around Parole Board allegation DeLucia violated 
parole conditiona through failure to report wedding reception 
expenses, but that this alleged violation ta disposed of by 
Sinding of Judge Igoe that DeLuoía had aequaínted probation 
officer with facta of matter and hta report hod been aocepted 
and that no evidence funde expended belong to DeL: oia. Letter 
dated 10/91/59, to Murray from Ktlltnger states DeLucia case 
carefully reviewed by majority of Board and "We agree that we 
do not have evidence sufficient and necessary to suetoin a 
subsequent revecation of parole should a habeas corpus proceeding 
be forthconing. The only new allegation ín thie particular case 
es compared te the Compagna-Gtoe Case ts the expenditures incurred 
in connection with DeLucta’s daughter's wedding, and we have 
alwaya felt that this evidence was not too well founded. Ye do 
not, therefore, feel that an appeal should be taken from Judge 
Jgoe'a order in this case." 


E A review of file failed to disclose any tivestigation 
n... requested by Parole Board concerning DeLucia's clcíms re wedding 

piso. efpenees. 

e 


Dr. George C. Xillimger, Chairman, U. S. Hoard of Parole, 





w tated he reviewed case and worked closely ín connection with | 
wu revtew with U. S. A. Kerner and Michael Horan, Department of Justice 
nonr Attorney. Stated he talked with probation officer Colosimo re 
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wedding reception and it was feltagplosimo had been to” lentient / 
with DeLueta and that Colosimo regarded reception aç normal 
Italian custom. Felt Colosimo hod been too sympathic toward 
DeLucta, Stated he felt at time (1940) entire paroie system 
rather laz, Stated he knew of no investigation re wedding 
reception except that oonduoted by the FBI and never received 
correspondence from Colosimo concerning it. Stated, however, 

he heard Delueta submitted affidavit at habeas corp: ‘8 proceeding 
re wedding recepttor. 


Killinger etates Board of Parole does not request 


 $nuveetigatien as a result of matters presented in court but thie 


te laft io diseretion of particular U. S. Attorney. States he 
is not a lawyer and $a not in position to say whether there te 
suf/tcient evidence to sustain revocation of parole and must 


rely eiae — optnion of A. E. Gottshall and has dione ao. 





— Igee signed "Memorandum under Stipulation fer 


General Dispesition" 9 9/9/89, setting forth five referrale, of 


alle parele vielattons ámong which $a one pertaining to 
wedding reception incident., With regard to thie, Judge Igoe 
etated level parole agent had complete report from DeLucia that 
money wae centributed by gueste and report was accepted by 
parole authertties and there was no evidence to estadltah 
— — te DeLueta and should have been reported G8 income 


supervision of Board of Parole, 


Jud ge Igee etated there uas no direct evidence of parole 


vtelation ond stated that the basta of both warrants were conclu- 


stone arrived at by Board of Parole from inference: and suspicion 


and auch were insufficient to support a warrant for parole violation. 


Judge Igoe dtecharged DeLucia to custody of Attorney General under 
The Memorandum re ‘lecta parties 


E to the case stipulated as to evidence considered b; court. 














Acting Seltcitor General Rebert L. Stern uduteed 11/18/52, 
no evidence introduced by Government in proceeding before Judge 
Igoe with reference to wedding reception, and thie tn tteelf would 
prevent relyíng en that point on appeal aa baste for parole 
revooation, 7 








November 10, 1953 





PAUL De LUCIA, ALIAS PAUL RICCA 
*AROL TP | 
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BACKGROUND 


| Department of Justice files and records reflect 
the following: 


Paul DeLueta, alitas Paul Ricca; Lowts Cornpagma; 
Charles Gtoe; Phtltp Louie D'Andrea and John Roselit were. 
sentenced tn U. S. District Court (S.D.N.Y.) to ten years 
each and each was fined $10,000 on December 31, 1913, for 
violation of the Antiracketeering Statute. 


| All Jive of these defendante began serving Te 
sentences on Naroh 8, 1944. On basis of unantmous decision 
of U. 8. Parele Boord all ftve were released on parole on 
August 13, 1947, after serving one month and five days more 
than one-third of their respective sentences. 


Allegations of bribery were made tn 1947 os to 
the recent paroles of Compagna, Gioe, D'Andrea and Delueta. 
Investtcatton of these allegattons were mode. Newspaper 
articles ortttetzed the release and a House Committee held 


_heartags from September, 1987, to June, 1948. 
 Compogng ond Gtos Casen: 


Parole violator warrants for Compagna an3 Gioe were 


s issued on. July 21, 1948, ond after arrest the prisoners, 
. Compagno and Gtoe, were taken to Atlanta Penttentiury. 

















gffirmed the judgment by a four to four decision. 


Prisoners began habeas corpus actions. The Government opposed 
because final agtten on revocation by Parole Heard had nof 
been taken: Judge Underwood on December l, 1948, held the 


warrante were votd and directed discharge from cu: tody after 
Jijteen ayt., 


Before the ftfteen days passed, the Parole 
Board on December 16, 19: 18, revoked the parolga. On appeal 
the Government prevoiled two to one and the Suprene Court 
The Court 
of Appeals granted leave to appellees to sia ihetr | 
mem whtoh they did. 


At the subsequent hearing specific charges against 


Compagna ond Gtoe were brought up. Witnesses and records 
were examined. The Court found no substantial evidence of 
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porole violation and ordered the two restored te parole 
superviston. Memorcadum dated January 31, 1952, prepared 

by Ar. A. E, Gottshall of the Criminal Diviston was 
addressed to the Solicitor General by Assistant Attorney 
General James M. McInerney and recommended agoinst ippeaol. 
Mr. Stanley M. Silverberg of the Solicitor General's office 
in a memorandum of February 19, 1952, potnted out to the 
Soltcitor General that Mr. Justice Jackson at the argument 
of these cases previously before the Supreme Court expressed 
his wish that they had never potten to the Court because 

an optnton in these unusucl otrcumstances mbght well do 
permanent harm to the parole system. Further, Mr. Silverberg 
considered the cuses os unusual ond unattractive with slim 
chonoes of reversal. He recommended against appeal and 
Solicitor General Philip B. Perlman ru ed "no appecl" on 
February 19, 1958. 


ita 





| DeLucta, one of the five ortgtnally convicted and 
later released on parole, w s arrested tn Chicago, Illtnots, 
on a warrant charging porole víciotton in July, 19438. He 
promptly started habeas corpus cctton. The U. 8. attorney 
at Chicago filed : Demurrer instead of o Response on the 
ground that the Court lacked jurtsdtetion to poss on the 
facte underlying the warrant prior to a heaping before the 
Parole Board. The Denurrer was overruled. The Government 
appealed and lost. Certtorart was opplied for, then dbs- 
missed on motion by the Government on November 27, 1950. 
Meanwhile, the Parole Board ha: issued a new warrcnt on 
November 22, 1950, basez on more specific allegations. 
_DeLucta, after arrest, immediately begun habeas cor ous action 
and was released on bond. The 0:38 wos continued ending 
final action tn the Compagna and Gtoe 055e3 chove mentioned. 
Stipulatton was entered into that the Court const ‘er certain 
of the evidence addubed in the Compagnoa-Gioe 2use. U. S. 
District Judge Igoe held that 2eLucia had never violated 

his parole, that the Parole Boerd hod no new svidonce of 
parole violation and that the warrant wis a nullity and 
ordered DeLucta returned to parole ftatus. 
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DELAY IN DECISION TO APPEAL 


The haniling of thte cege tn the Crintnal Divteton 
was assigned te Vr. Aarem B. Cottuhall ef the Custody Matt, 
Aprellate Seetten. Fe recetved the advance copy of Judge — 
Igoe'a deeiíston (n tine to dictate an acknowledgensnt on 
September 3, 1953. Thies advance copy, dated August 91, 1982, 
became the Court's Order en September 9, 1959. Y. S, Attorney 
Kerner, Chtooge, ferwarde letter dated September 23, 1953, 
te Department where it was recetucd September 38, 1959. Nezt 
Gotten by Mr. Ootteholl wes te write "arole Beard en | 
October 16, 1989, for tte vtewe, vhíeh were submitted reeon- 
mending against appeal on Ootober 31, 1953. Yr. Cottahall 
states he received follow-up wire dated ?cteber 31, 1939, 
from U. 8, Attorney, Chicago, en Weveuber 4, 1959, and en 
eene date Ate superior, Wr. Robert Erigh], Chtef of Aroellate 
Section, celled Mr. Cottaha]1 adviaing he had a phone call 
from U, S. Attorney's Office in Chicago tinqutring about the 
deeteton to appeal], Mr, Oottehe]1 prepared nemorcndun 
recenmending against appeal on November 4, 1952, vhtch wae 
typed Hovenber 6, 1989, revised by Vr. Erdahl same date and 
sudatited te Crinínal Diutaton offtotals and the doting 
Soltetter General's Offiee on Noverte> 7, 1958, “he final 
date for eppeel was Novenber 8, 1958. The "no apreal" 
reeonnendatíon was eppreved Yovender 7, 1232, P.Y, and 
Mp, Gottsghall prepared the telegram, approved by ifr. Oehmann 
fer Asatatant Attorney Cenere] Murrey, nottfying ". S. Attorney, 
Catcage, of dectaton en same date. The telegram trananttted 
over Publio Buildings Service wire waa reeetived a: Publte 
Butlidinge Serutee Teletype Center, Chteage, at 5:9 P,Y, C&T, 
Yowenber 7, 1932, and was deltuered to "7. 5. Attorney's Offtee, 
CAtesgo, en norntng of Mevenbder 10, 1952. Last a pes] dete, 
November 8, 19859. 





| Mr. OettahaJl speaking of Ate delay in handlíng 
fron September 38, 1959 to Ooteber 16, 1952, and from 
Ooteber 31, 1959 to Fovenber 4, 1959, advteed that the 
volume and eenatoant preseure ef werk with ínadequate sastat- 
ange accounta for the "overetght.,” He expressed Ate regreta 
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and epologtes for the delay ani oversight and further states 
there is no follow-up evyeten, docket or leg record or asaiga- 
ment record in Ata offtoe, Ate section or in the Crintas! 
Dtutaton te keep track ef such matters as thie par: teuler 
cese or to ata in eatabltahing prtertties in handling cases 


of this type. 


The Department's file (98-88-38) and recorda reflect 
the following pertinent tn fornatten: 


Jig 
Aug. 95, 1959 


Sept, 11, 1952 


"Venorendun Under Sttvuletton "or Final 
Diepoettion,” which is a copy of Y. 8 
Dietrtet Judge Igee'a decision, dated 
Auguat 91, 1959, and "Order te be presented 
te the Court September 9, 1955," wes stanped 
tn the Reeords Aranch o Department ef 
Juattoe on Auguet 95, 1952. It deere 
tnttials "file ASO" (Vr, Cotéshal1). 


File copy of letter dated September 3, 
1952, to 7, S. Attorney Kerner, Chicago, 
from Asatatent Attorney Generel Vurray 
dictated by Mr. Cott$ahall begins with, 
"Fe acknowledge receipt of two copies of 
the nenorandum d: Judge Igee pranting 
Judgment to the petitteser in the above 
case. We note that the menorandun ta 
dated August 91, end that the order re- 
flecting the judgment ta te bo presented 


$0 the court on September 9. 


Letter dated September 9, 195%, signed 

"Tom DeWel/e" to Asstetant Attorney General 

Murray im whiok tt ta stated, "lou will find 
enclesed herewith cony of an spinten handed 











Sept. 95, 1958 


Oot. 10, 1952 


Nov, 4, 1952 





ó 


down by Federal Judge Igoe, in Chicago, 
in tħe above entitled matter under date 
of August 21, 1952.  Stamped Deperiment 
Records Branch September 11, 1052, and 
stamped Reeetved tn Criminal vruteten 
September 11, 1952. 


Letter atonped Posstues ta Records Branch 

and alee in Crí»inael] Ptuteten on Septenber 35, 
19389. This letter dated Saptenber 23, 1952, 
fron U, S, Attorney Ferner, Chicago, encloses 
coptes of Judge Igoe'a Ordar o” September 9, 
19529. 7. S. Attorney felt there wee nothing 
to be gatned by prosecuting such an appeal. 


Letter dated Cetober 16, 1959, (dictated 
by Hr, Oottshell) Prom Asetetant Attorney 
General Murray to Parole Board asking fer 
views as to appeal. 


Menorandun dated Oeteber 21, 1959, de 

Aestetent Attorney General Murray 

Dr. Kíllinger, Chatruan of Parole — 
etating Parolo Beard dees not feel an 

— should be taken from Judge I wee ‘a 
rder. 


Fire dated Ootober 31, 1952, (*rtday) fren 
O, S, Attorney, Chicege, following up 
deciaton as to appeal first eeen by - 

Mr. Gettahall on Novender 4, 1952, A.Y., 
although he states 1t may have been received 
tn Ate offtee late in da" on Noveuber 3, 
1952, (Monday). 


Ábout two hours ister "Vr. Erdakl called 
Mr. Gottehall advising 7. S. Attorney's 
Offtee, Chtoago, telephoned about the case. 


Mr. Gottehall crafted menorandum reoounmending 
against appeal November 4, 1982. 
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As Mr. Gottshall's secretary whe 112 on 
November 3, 1959, he states Ait nero rondar 
was typed Novender 6, 1957, anc was reviewed 
ant corrected by Vr, Erdahl, h^s Section | 
Chief, on some date, 


Memerandum file eepy marked "Typed 11/6/59" 
dtetated by Vr. 7oté$shall as xncnerandus fren 
Assistant Attorney Generoa? Warsey te The 
Soltatter eneral, eonstating «f five pages. 
recennending no anneal ef Judge Tgoe'a 
dectaton dated ÁAuguet 21, 1958, presented 

in court as Order Septenber 9, 1989. . | 


Date en ortotnal of tamectatel ¥ preceding 
nenerandus. | 


Date on which follewing apnrousd er concurred 
in recommendation of Vr, Cottenall for no 
a»peol:! 


Mr, F. E. Strine - Chief Aduintatrattye 
Regulatíena Section, Criminal Divtaten — 


Vr. A, F, Onhmann - Fyeeutíue Agatetent to | 
Yr, Vurrey, Crínianal Disteten (Recetved 
abeut 10:00 A.V, er 10:30 A.V, and held 
until return of Xr, Yurray) | | 


Assistant Atterne: General Charles B, Murray - 
(at about 12:99 PY, or 1:00 P.H.) 


Special Asatetant to Attorney General Varrey L. 
Schweartm tn Solicitor General's Office - 
(Reaetved shortly after 3:00 P.M, 


Aeting Solioftor General Rotert L. Stern - 
Up, Stern's dectaton or "no appeal” | 
sent to Jr. Gottahall cf Criminal Linteten 
gometina after 4:30 P.. on November 7, 
1952. | 
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Nov, 7, 1952 Wire dictated by Mr. Gottshall dated 
IE | ^. Movember 7, 1952, te Us S. Attorney, Chicago, 
atgned Charles B. Murray, Assistant Attorney 
^ General quoted as follows: "ATTUNTION 
LULINSKI THE SOLICITOR GENERAL HAS DECIDED 
— AGAINST APPEAL FROM FINDINGS AND ORDER  —— 
E JUDGE IGOK CASE PAUL DELUCIA VER303 MARSHAL 
Er O'DONOVAN AND CASE THEREFORE CLOJED,.". This 
wire approved for Assistant Attorney General 
by Ur. Andrew F. —— Freoutlve 4ssistaont 
‘te Nr. Murray» | E 


Nov. 7, 1958 | T | e | 
| 8:04. Pe Above telegran atanped in Departrent 7 | 
i | Adn tnt etratiue Records Branch Telegraph office, 


orar Patr Above telegran sent over Public Buildings 
| Service wire to Chicago. — 


5:31 Pal est Sending above telegram to Chicago completed. 


596 PH. EST Block atanped an received in Publte Butidinge 
Service Teletype Center, Room 425, U. S. 
Court House, Chicago. 


- Nov. 8, 1952 |. £Final appeal dat4---60 days from Judge Igoe ‘a 2 
E Order of September 9, 1953. : E 


"Nov. 10, 195823 © Public Butidtng Servíce Messenger gag a 
TIED above wire to telephone operator of U, S. 
Attorney's Office, Chicago, at 9:02 — 
 Novenber 10, 1953. 


| Assistant Attorney General Charles B. Murray of the 
Criminal Division advised that the delay was avoidable and wae > 
not excusable. He is not disposed to criticize Mr. Gottshall 
pereonally ae he te a viotin of a situation which finis him 
overloaded with work and with inadequate asststanze. * He has 
` found Mr Gottshall a devoted publtc SEEMS: 


Mr. Murray advised that he knew of no regulation which 
would require him to have reported this matter to the Attorney 
General before sending the wire to the U. S. Attorney, but it 
was his, Murray's, job to do so and he felt that tt was hte | 
responsibility to have done so. 








— Mr. Murray atotea that the most sértous oversight in 
mor.  thi&k entire matter, tn his eptnion, was in not calling this matter 
— to the attention of the qu General before final action was 
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taren and that this cas "no one s function except mine and 
thus the most serious blame in the entire matter is mine." 

He feele that the publie relations asvecta of cases need 

to be considered by those inm higher echelen posittons such 

as the one he holds and he feels that ne should have notified 
the Attorney General concern.nc the Criminal Division's 
recommendation tn thie case. 





HOW DECISION WAS REACHED 
NOT TO AP"'EAL IN DeLUCIA CASE 


In Aoting Solicitor General's Office 


Aoting Jolicitor General Robert L. Stern advised hie 
degision not to appeal was based on the following considerations, 
which are aummarized: 


i. Judge Underwood in Georgia held there was not sufficient 
evidence of parole violation to justify reuoking parole 
in the Comagana-Cice case. Tuo of alleged 7rounde 
for violation in that case are alao bases for charge 
againet DelLucia. 

B. Ezxtrenely difficult to cet an a^rpellate court te 
reverae a iiatriot court's findings of fact. 

3. Recommendation for no appeal in Compagna-GCice case 
had been approved by Hr. Gottahall, Mr. Erdahl and 
Mr, Volnerney of Criminal ‘‘tuiston, by the Assistant 
Te S. Attorney who tried the case, by Hr. Silverberg 
of Solicitor General a offioe who argued the case in 
the Supreme Court, by lr. Stern peraonaliy, and by 
Solicitor General Perlman. Nr. Ze:olfe of Criminal 
Divis:en favored an appeal. 

4. Hr». Juatice Jackson, during a prior argument of a 
Phase of the Compagna case before Supreme tourt, said 
this was a bad case for the Government to rresent as 

| tt would likely make bad parole law. 

S. In addition to two of the three charges agcinst DeLuoia 
bc ing the sane as those in the Compagna-Gioe case, the 
third specifico oharge relating to money given by 
guests at oeLucia's daughter's wedding breckfast and 
reception was referred to by Judge Igoe -ho stated, 
‘The looal parole agent at the tine had a owmplete 
report from petitioner that the monsy contributed by 
such guests was the property of the newly narried 
couple and not income to petitioner," There ía nothing 
in the record to ehew Judge Igoe is wrong. 




















The Parole Foard adutsed they had no additional 
evidence upon which c revocution of parole could be 
Recomnendation against appeal was made by Mesars, 
Murray, Oéhaann, Ardahl and Gottehall of criminal 
Division and by Mr, Schwartz of Solicitor General la 
office dad by U. S, Attorney's office, Chicago, and 

by the Parole Hoard, 

Two different district courts found no evidence to 
support revocation in the two similar casca. 

án impartial observer would conclude anc the two 
district courts did conelude that Farole Board was 
induced to revoke paroles because of Congressional 
pressure and had not evaluated evidence us objectively 
as it would have otherwise, 

The Governament had previoualy conceded that petitioners 
had a cause of action if revocation of parole was 
issued arbitrarily without evidence or infornation 

on parole violation, 

The four to four decision of the Supreme court in the 
Compagna case on a procedural point gaye no encouragement 
to appeal inis case, | 

This isa u bod case for appeal as it would be likely 

to make bad parole law if taken to an appellate court, 
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Special Asetstant to the Attorney General Murray Le 
Schwartz, assigned to the Solicitor General's offics, was assigned 
this motter on the afternoon of November 7, 1938, ïe read the 
memorandum prepared by Mr, Gottshall of the Criminal Division. 
Hie recommandation of "no appeal" was based on the Following 
considerationa: l, U.S, Attorney, the Criminal Division and 
the Parole Board recomaended againat appeal; 8, Even if à reversal 
is obtained a new hearing in sane diatrict on same grounds would 
likely obtain the same result; 3, The Compaj;na case had been held 
inauffietent to support revocation of parole and no appeal waa 
reconnended, The DeLucía oase was similar; de There would be ne 
temporary relief from an appeal because Delucia was already under 
bond, He regretted thers was no substantial reason to appeal 
since DelLuoia was a typical hoodlum., 





| Aaron E, Gottshall, Custody Unit, Appellate Seetton, 
Crininal Division, advised as follows concerning ho» he arrived 
at hie reconmendation that no appeal fren Judge Igoe's decision 
be madet 
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I. Ur. Erdahl, his section chief, attached an informal 
but rather strong nete to a copy o^ the obinien of 
Judge Igoe, and this note was to the effect that thie 
did not look like a case for a»oeal, on the face of. 
the opinion. 

9. He then tardily (on October 16, 1952) wrote a meno- 
randum to the Parole Board seking for their utewa 
and ingutring if they had furtier or stronger informa- 
tion concerninc the wedding reception incident. The 
Parole Board replied that the only thine im this cose 

 Gifferent from the Compagna case was the allegations . 
concerning money pata for the wedding reception and 
that they had always felt that thia avidence or 
information was not too well-founded and they did net 
feel that an appeal should be taken. 

3. E. S. Attorney Kerner, Chieage, wrote the Department 
and implied hia opposition $0 appeal and stated that 
even tf an appeal were successful, unless ihe Parole 
Board had more evidence than shown so far, a later 
revocation of parole could not be sustained, 

ús Considering these faotors and attitudes, he tardily 
(on November 4, 1952) drafted the memorandum dated 

. November 7, 1952, reconmending that no a:peal be taken 
and cited among the reasons tre similarity and adverse 
actton tn the Compagna case including the Supreme 
Court's four to four deciaton on a technical potne; 

a reversal on arpeal would provoke a contest in 

habeas corpus and the evidenoe at the hecring would 

be subetantially the same as that previously submitted 
and fudged to be unsubstantial; that three of the 
alleged uiolations charged against DeLueia rested 

on the eame facts as the two principal violations 
charged to Compagna which were held inau ioient by 
Judge Underwood and which were conatderec by Judge 
Igoe; that Judge Igoe had rejected the theory that | 
the money raid for the wedding breakfast an! reopption 
belonged to the petitioner; and that the Parole Board 
admitted inability to disprove thie finding and 
reoommended agatnat an appeal. 





Executive Assiatant to the Assistant Attcrney General 
Of the Criminal Divisa ton, Mr. Andrew F. Oehmann, acvised that 

he personaliy initialed an: approved the copy of the manorandum 
prepared by Hr. Gottshall recommending againat appdcal. Re 
recognimed that this was an important case involving one of tie 
Chicago gangaters who had been involved in the alleged "payoff 
paroles" and he called thta faot and the importance of this 

case to the attention of Mr. Hurray. He held the isemoranduam for 
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an hour or two until wr, Murrey returned to hts office in 
order to permit Mr, Murray to revtew it personally, which he 
did, Although he, ir. Dehmann, considered that there might 

be one technical ground on w.ton they might obtain a reversal 
as DeLucía had not exhausted his legal remedies sinoe there 
had been no hearing before the Parole board, yet the Parole 
Board had advised that there was insufficient evideuce to show 
a parole violation, On tite basia and the argumenta in the 
memorandum, ha personally conourred in the reconmentation not 
to appeal, 


Asaistant attorney General Murray feels certain thet 
he read the memorandum prepares by Mr, Gottehall, he knows that 
he initialed it personally and he notes kta personal initials 
on the memorandum. Although he does not now recall the 
incident, he is certain that Mr. Ochmann!s statements that he 
called the importance of this case to Mr. uurray!s attention 
pere correct statements, He recalla that in à previous 
sinílar case involving Compagna several months ago, no appeal 
was taken, The failure of DeLuoia to report the ¿12,000 wedding 
expense was countered by his claim that it was ^is djaugnter'a 
money and that he had reported tha matter to the local parole officer 
in Chicago. 4e recognized ¿hat an appeal could have been taken 
en the technical phase that the Parole Roard hearing had not 
been held, but tf ihe appeal were successful it waa indicated 
by the Parole Board that evidence would not juati/y revoking 
the parole, He conaidered that if they applied for certiorari 
there would again likely be a four to feur decision and thie 
tine 15 would be ugainat the Government, 


He advised that the failure to appeal was not an 
oversight but a decision deliberately arrived at and it woe 
the view of the Appellate Section of the Criminal ‘tvtseion 
and the Solicitor General's office that to file a notice of 
appeal and later withdraw tt would haue caused more public 
attention than not to file the notice of appeal in the beginning, 
Thue, tt wae believed that the best way to accomplish proper 
results was te omit takin; appeal, 


Mr. Robert sardahkl, Chief of the Appellate section, 
Criminal Division, is absent from sushington for several days 
because of the death of his mother in indiana, and 4r. Fred E, 
Strine, Chief of the Administrative Regulations section, who 
also concurred in the recommendation not to appeal this case, 
ta on extended leave, Ate office advised, until lure December 
tn Nassau and in Florida. In view of the findings already 
eet forth in thts report, Mr. ¿rdahl and wr, Strin« will be 
interviewed only upon the Attorney General's request, 
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INTERVIEW OF OTTO KERWER, JR., 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
H | 


United States Attorney XERKZZR was lepide on November 
14, 1958, by SAC JONN FP, MALONE aad Supervisor WAYNE MURPHY. eo 


He stated that he was vsll aware of the fact that the 
FRI tnveattgation o^ June 12, 1948, reflected thet PAUL DE LUCIA 
patd the entire anount of $12,324.58 ff^cash with billa af $100 
denomination te the Blackstone Hotel, Chicago, to defray - he exe 
penaes of his daughter's wedding reception. USA KERNER Jur- 
ther stated that he was alse aware of the fact that DE £UCIA 
threugh his lowyers at a habeas corpué hearing before Federal 
Judge MICHAEL L. IGOE on or about July 8, 1940, contended that 
the money far receptton at the Blackstone Hotel oA Vanuery 24, 
1948, was contributed by guesis. 


USA KERNER stoted that Ae purpesely did cot request the 
F3I to conduct further investigation tn order to deternine the — 
source of the money tn question because he had planned te have 
DE LUCIA plaoed on the stand and questioned uader oath as to the 
source ef the money in question, Mr. KERNER added that hia reason 
Jer planning this strategy was with the thought in mind thet with 
DE LUCIA under oath he may have heen &ble ta catch him in a lie 
end bring e charge ef perjury against hin. 


Mr. KERNER felt that any investigation on the part of the 
rar weuld serve to alert DE LUCIA ae to the plan he had tn mind 
prior to having him placed on the atend, Mr. X: RXER further 
stated that no written record was made of the arove indicated 
plan of strategy but thet he did discuss the mater with Aasist- 
ant USA JOHN P. LULINSKI, Mr. KERNER advised that he never had 
an epportuntty to place Ata plan tnto effect bevause DE LUCIA 
was never placed on the etand. Mr. KERNER etatud that he never 
had an epportuntty to place DE LUCIA on the ataud for cross 
ezanination because the matter was handled by Judge IGOE from the 
bench under pleadinga which conatated of petttions and ee 
from DE LUCIA, 


Acosrding to USA EERVER, he did not discuss the source of 
the money for the wedding reception with anyone from the Parole 
Offtce in Chicago. 


INTERVIEW OF JOHN P. LULINSEI 
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORAEY 


CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LULINSKI was interviewed by Specicl Agenta FRANCIS Y, 
MATTHYS and JOHN B. PHILIPS, JR., at the office of the United Statea 


- 19 « 























Attorney, Chtoago, on November 17, 1952, in conJjusction with 

the revj$ew ef the files e^ the Untted States Attorney, Chicago. 
Mr, LULINSKI etated that he had Gasisted Ur, OTTO KERNER, M., 
United States Attorney, Ohfoago, tn handling the DE LUCIA case, 


Mr. LULINSKI ata‘éd that in connection ità the firat 
parole violator warrant tesued for DE LUCIA, the government? elected 
to etand on the point of law that no evidence war required to 
retarn a parolee to the penitenttary prior to a earring by tke 
parole board. 


Insofar as the second parole vtelater wirrant tasued for 
DE LUCIA wea concerned, Mr, LULIVSEI furntehad subatantially the 
sane information aa that set forth under the trterview pith 
United States Attorney OTTO NERVER, JR., te the sffeot that no 
supplemental investigation was requested of the TAI relative 
to the wedding reception of DE LUCIA'a daughter in January, 
129408, | 


Mr. LULIXSKI aeaitd that thie was tn accordance with the 
strategy contemplated by the United States Attorney's Office based 
upon the thought that DE LUCIA would be placed on the stand to 
testify concerning thie wedding reception. Mr. LULI:SKI alee 
stated that his office recetvad no written reporta or communications 
Sron the efftoe of the Untted tates Probation Office, Chicago, | 
concerning thie wedding matter, 


Mr. LULINSKI was questioned apeciftoal!y ea to the 
meaning of the last three lineo of a letter daisd September 23, 
1932, from Mr. XERNER te the Department $n Feshington, which 
ts referred to heretnunder and which in part referred te the 
wedding reception incident, The apeoific portion of thia 
letter in question ia "DE LUCIA, has, of course, tn the prior 
habeas corpus proceedings submitted affidavits to that effect, 
and he has reiterated same in the instant case under oath.” 


He etated thia referred te oatha which were tn the 
form of afftdauits attached te pleadings aubmitted to the 
Judge $n support of petttions for write of habeas corpus which 
were filed immediately upon the {issuance oj tec werrante for 
DE LUCIA. The "instant case" referred to wae the second | 
habeas corpus proceedings which was supported ^y two pettttons 
and one traverse of DE LUCIA dated November 27, 1950, December 
1, 1950, and March 30, 195], respectively, 
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REVIEW OF FILES AT THE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


CHICAGO, JLLINVOIS 


On November 17, 1952, the file of the United States 
Attorney, Chicago, Illinois, was reviewed by Special Agenta 
FRANCIS Y. MATTHYS and JOHN R., PHILIPS, JR., Chicaso. A part 
of this file te a volume deaígnated Gs a tranacript of the 
record tn the U. S. Court of Appeala, Seventh Cirouit, Case 
No. 9788, entitled U. & ex rel. PATL DE TUCIA va. THOYAS P. 
O'DONOVAN, | 


This volume was filed in U. S. Diatrict Co:r$, Chicago, 
Northern District of Illínois, on December 31, 1943, and was 
Filed in the Court of Appeale, Seventh Cireutt, on July 19, 1949. 


Accordíng to Hr, JOHN P, LULINSKI, Asatatait Untted States 
Attorney, Chicago, Goprostmatelp 30 coptea of this volume were 
Jurnfíehed to the Department of Justice, Washington, D. Cap in 
connection with a proposed appeal of this matter to the United 
States Supreme Court, Mr. LULINSKI atated that the appeal te 
the Supreme Court was never actually carried out, having been 
withdrawn by the Department of Justice. 


It ta noted that JOSEPH G. COLOSIMO, UJ. S. Probation 
Officer, Chicago, Illinois, who supervised the parole of PAUL 
DE LUCIA during the early years of hia parole, is referred to 
in the above described velume on Pagea 381 and 455. Tate 
reference to Hr. COLOSINO concerna his testimony »efore a 
Congresatonal Committee (not further tdentifted tu thia parto 
the volume, but apparently this was the Hoffman Committee). | 


fn hte teatinony, Mr. COLOSIMO furnished information 
concerning the general activity and operationa of the Chicago 
. Probation Office as $t related to PAUL DE LUCIA tut there was 
no mention ef any investigation of information in possession of | 
the U. S, Probation Office at Chicago concerning a wedding 
reception held for PAUL DE LUCIA's daughter in January, 1948, at 
ihe Blackstone Hotel, Chicago, 


the filee of the United States Attorney, Chicago, contained 
a stgned copy of a document entttied, "Memorandur. and Explanation —— 
— of Referral." This document was signed "GEO. 8G. KILLINGER, 
x» Chairman, U. S. Board of Parole" and was dated November 22, 
tl. —-—-129960. Thta document was recetued by the United tates Attorney, 


Clegg 











nm Ohfcago, tn an envelope addressed to OTTO KERNER, JR. ed 
= — States Attorney, Chicago, marked "Personal and C; " and 
-, postmarked November 28, 1950, 9:00 P.H., Washington, D. C., and 
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a postmark indicated that it was received at Chícajo, Tiituote, 


on Novender 83, 1950, ut 7430 4.M. 


This deounent sete forth 


information which appears te be sone detail of the reported 


irregularitiea or violations upon which a parole utolaters 
warrant was issued for PAUL DE LUCIA. 


Information in his 


document ts being quoted as follows? 


"l. 


"Po 


"4. 


hotel, at the Blackstone. 
.in cash of $100 bills which DE LUCIA pulled from 
-hio own pocket. | 





This relates to the wedding breakfast and sub- 
sequent reception for DE LUCIA'a daughter held 
at the Blackstone Hotel, Chicago, on January 

Sd, 1948, Poyment for thia service ws made on 
January 26, 1948, at which time DE LUCIA paid 
$13,324.58. to Mr. CHARLES MIKUTA, Maitre de' 
Mis payment waa mode 


"or. LUCIA Ye monthly poraie repert for the month 


of January, 1948, failad to dísolose the forego- 
ing expenditure, hs having shown on thc eatd 
report e totol "ra rio of only $5,105.89 

whigh included $3,205.69 fer capital es nenditures 
et the farm and «^, 00% fer lfving expenses, reapeo- 
Tess 


Graad Jury senvened 





n Sep ee, 1950, by the Speciel 
Conniétee p Investigate oryarnired Críne in Inter- 
atate Commerge, U. S. Senate, Olat Con;resa, 
popularly terned the Kefauver Comnittes. 


On Auguat 13, 1947, upon the release from Lese 
venworih Penitentiary, DE LUCIA returned to 
Chicago by air from Kansaa City, Missouri, on 
WA /light Ne. 388, The recorda of TTA and 
statements of flight personnel show that eis 
tickets were purchased fer this flight tn the 


name of 'BERNSTEIN' and that o11 siz tickets 
i 


were used on thas oe When que 
deral í 


—— x 
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"5. Thta relates to the preceding four syeot/io 
violations olleged in the ‘referral’ ond ta 
in vinlation of condition to. € of the terne 
of Ata parole, 


“witnese my hand and the seal o thie board this 
doy of Yovenber, 1230, 


|/B/3EO. Fe LILLINOSR, 
Cho árnon, Ce Se Oc od 
o^ Parole." 


Aattistant Entred States Attorney JOCHA “e LU'LIW^CI and 
ANTHONT ZCABIANO abated that thta tnformation was ^eceiued fron the 
Zeard of “carole, Washington, D. Ca, to aaatat in tie prosecution 
Of the DE LUCIA matter but they hod no taferacttea ca to where the 
Board e^ rarole obtained the infoernction Quoted above. 


Another reference de the DE ef DE LUCIA's 
daughter wet noted on fages 55 and 30 of the transcript of record, 
edae FO. 5790, in Whe U. Se Court of Anprala, Sevcnthà córcutt, 
mentioned above, hia reference to the wedding nutter vas con- 
tained in a Traveree filed for PAUL DE LUCIA om July 2, 1948 

and $8 a Pelotively short etatezen?d thos the wedding of DE LUC za 'a 
daughter end the reception whioh followed did not result ín any 
porole vutolation by DE LUCIA. It was eteted that parole reporta 
Stied by DE LUCIA during thot tine were truthful uad that parole 
efflieera agreed thet any atetakes could be oorreoced by DE LYCIA 
ad Me end of the year 1948, 


A letter dated Septenber 3, 1352, from CHARLES Ro 
HURRAY, Asetetant Attorney Oeneral, to United States Attorney 
OTTO KERKESA at chteago mentioned among other thinjze the following: 


"Of particular interest te Judge f35/'s 
Statement aad auumcry disrosition af 

DE LUCIA'Z failure te hove reportes the 
handling of the suretantial sum covertag 
the erpenaea inoident to Ala daujhter'a 
wedding recession, The court found shat 
eum $0 have been the property of the newly 
norried couple tn the abeenc: of auidence 
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suppert$ing the proposition that thc 
Junda belonged to the petitioner, 

DE LUCIA. I9 fa further stated that 

a full report of the transaction ves 
made by the petitioner to parole 
euthoríties — probably the rro- 
bition Ifftee ad Chieage, and that aueh 
Paport wa accepted. You haue oll the 
facta und cre therefore ín & position 
to determino whether they sup ort whe 
view token by the court,” 





In a letter of September 23, 1952, row the Unit*ed 
states Attorney at "hioago to the Departaent of Jucfíce, Hre SERVER 
wrote aa follewa: 


"The chieago -robction Offiee adutued 

us tħoss it was agreed between OF IL CIA 
and that el"l'"ioc that DE LUCIA soul! make 
a gomplete report of the wedding tiotdent 
through the probation officer at tue end 
of that porttoular yecr, This resort, 

we are taforasd, vos made by DE LU'IA, 
and it te tke sano cae the explanation 
given thereafter by the relotor, ninely, 
thet the fund wos derived as .t/ts fron 
the gueata who attended the weddins, 

DE LUCI", hos, of course, tn the rríor 
habeas corpua proceedings audbnitted 
cf/tdautta te thot effect, and Ae hoa 
reiterated game fn the tnretaat gase under 
octh, | 


With reference to the natter of a seal im the letter of 
csepteaber 3, 1053, from CHARLES NURSAY, AMssiatont Attorney General, 
$e United States attorney OTTO i-RE-M nenttoned olove, the olosing 
percgraph $hsreo/ requeata the United States .$torney to subsit 
Ata recommendations "or or agatnet ercecl, In th: United States 
Attorney's letcer of September 23, 1259, alee meni. toned adove, 
the (ntted States Attorney stated: 


Meeee4Rd appeal in thia matter wola raise 

the taaue os to whether or nos the district 
rerort made, on c petition fer a rit ef 

Habeas Corpue, inguiry ínto the "cta upon 
which e purole uvíoleríon warrant oos issued, 
before the Paroles ta taken befor: the 

Parole Beard for a hearing upon the worrantesess 
Owever, we feel that there is nothing to 

de gstmed by prosecuting euch an sopeal 
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ía the instant oco? unless we can 
fherea^ter, af a Parole Roard heoriig, 
support the charges node (n the warrant 
cad ta the re^errcl thereto. 





"re $8 our belief’ that such evidence 

ts locking ond thee [^ the Parole :oórd 
revokea pcrole the farolee in thia case 
would no doubt, be discharged upon the 
vnit Of Bahoga Corpus, ater trguiry 

ia mode with reapeot to the evidence 
needed to suport such revocation.’ 


"he latter closed with a requeat for recommendations and 
tnatructione with reference to proesoutiag the a>pral from 
the Department, Nothing further is contaíned ía tie file 
concerning the o-peal until Jetober 31, 1953, when tha United 
States Attorney sent a telegran to the Deporinent *eferriag 
to the above letter and reninding the Departament that Judges 
Bene wos catered dy Judje 1201 on Septenber 9, 1522, cnd that 
tha oppeal period soon empires. Thta teletypa rej;uaated 
instructions as to mahat action the United states ;itoraey'o 
Of/ftee should pursue regarding the appeal. 


Fest tn the “ile 19 a memorandum to the file subriticd 
by Aaatatant United States Attorney JIZN P. LULINAXI dated 
fouenber 6, 1033, which recoris Ata dtaousaten on ¿hat dcte 
with Mattel states /tiorney 077: LEANER concernta the “act 
Bhat the appeal period in this matter erpires on 'ouenber &, 
105%, oad t as o^ Nouenber CO, 1254, nothin; ha» been 
heard from the heportaent ca to whether er aot an arpeol 
vsAculd he taken, 


Ar. LULSCEIGGA teen telephonteally coatasted iv. ROLES 
who was tn the "ppeul Section of the criminal Díuieion of the 
Department of Justice, and at bout 17:00 c.m. on Fouender GS, 
2033, was told By ¿RDANL thet he was surprised that no commu} 
nication ron the Departaend hud been received by the United 
States Attorney dírcecting that ao appeal de taken., ke SB2ANL 
was certains that the Soliottor “enerel hod ruled agatnet an 
appeal but cot the monent of Who delephone conversation vas 
unoble to locote the memorandum to that effect. The conuersa 
tion was concluded upon the uaderatandiag that tle appeal wae 
to be dropped unJlesa inatrucetiona te the Oonsrer!: were received 
fron the Department. Lhe LOLINSKI 'e menorgnüum reflecta that 
he immediately acvieed Aesiatant Catted States áotorney ASTHONT 
SCAZITNO and United Statea Attorney OTTO K2ASER cad further 
thos at the end of that day, Friday, Xovenber $, 1953, he 
Checked but found ^o communication had been rece ved ct tie 
offios cancerniag the DE LUCIA aobeal. 
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PERTINENT INVESTIGATION 
y THE 


Reference has heretofore been made to the statement by 
United States Attorney KERNER at Chicago, Illinois, that he was | 
Janiliar with the claim made by DELUCIA that the fuids used to defray 
the erpenses of his daughter's wedding reception were contributed by 
friends and guests, and that he did not request investigation by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation concerning this as ^e intended te 
question DELUCIA under oath concerning the matter. Investigation was 
conducted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation into phases of this 
natter pursuant to specific requests made by the United States 
Attorney at Chícago. In this connection on June 9, 1948, the United 
States Attorney requested to be furnished with infcrmation concerning 
the wedding reception, particularly as to whose request and order it 
was steged; the amount of the hotel bill, and other expenses; who patd 
these expenses; when and how payment was made; and as to any other 
pertinent facts the investigation might disclose. 


The requested investigation was conducied on June 12, 1948, 
and the results incorporated in a report prepared Ly Special Agent 
ROBERT E. EICHTMYER, @ copy of which was made avaijable to the United 
States Attorney at Chicago. In substance this repcrt reflected that 
the reception was held January 24. 1948, at the Blcckastone Hotel, 

636 South Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois. The arrangements for the 
reception were made by Mr. TOM KELLY, operator of the St. Huberta old 
English Grill, 316 South Federal Street, Chicago, ;llinois, represent- 
ing DELUCIA. E 


The records at the hotel reflected there was an agresd price 
of $15.00 per individual attending the reception. This charge covered 
the buffet-style wedding supper. The total amount charged by the 
hotel was $13,834.58. Mr. CHARLES MIKUTA, maitre l'hotel at the 
Blackstone, advised that on January 26, 1948, TOM KELLY, accompanied 
by DELUCIA appeared at the Blackstone Hotel to settle for the cost 
of the wedding reception. There was a disagreement between MIKUTA and 
KELLY tn that MIKUTA was of the opinion there were 600 people present 
whereas KELLY indicated that only 500 were in atteidance. According 
to MIKUTA the matter was taken up with Mr. FOX, the manager of the 
hotel, who permitted an allowance on the stctement of $1500.00. After 
arranging this allowance, DELUCIA reached in his front pocket and 
pulled out e roll of bills and paid the entire amount of the bill, 
$12,324.58 in cash, with $100 bills.  MIKUTA took this money to the 
cashier directly and gave DELUCIA the change which he had coming. 


No further request for supplemental investigation concerning 
this matter was received from the United States Attorney at Chicago. 
Immediately after the conclusion of the investigation he advised the 
FBI Office in Chicago that he was vell pleased with the resulta of the 
inquiry. 
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ETRATIZIW OF BE) ESE SS FFEN PRORATIOS OF) SAA: CIL CARO 


On the evening of November 14, 1552, SAL JOHN Be 
PHILIPS and P. Y, NWÁATTHYS taterviemed Chief Probation Offioer 
DEN WEEXER ta hia efffoa in the Court Youse, ¿le acvised that 
he wag not assigned to the Chicago 2/5/1000 during tha pertinent 
period ta whioh we were interested, but that his predecessor, 
FISHER, Woe tn Charge, FISHER hog been ia retirencnt for the 
Jast few years, He abated that Ata "ru | knowlege conoerning 
the DE LUCIA matter was that centained ín Ase files. He nade 
the file avatlable for review, which review was conducted tn 
the presence of "rebotíon Of/teer JEROHS J, COXDAN, who fa 
presently DE LUCIA'a parole offtoer. affteer COL: ID super- 
utash DF LUCIA during early yeare of hia parole, but because 
ef iJlness ta Ala /unily, COLOSIVO was not avatichle for is- 
Services. fe te ewpected do return do duty on vovexber 27, 1952. 












| CIA, The firat vention af 
wedding waa dated October 98, 1:47, to tho ef ect that 

DE LUCIA atated that he boughs two cadtilae care, one for 
himself, and one for hta daughter, wat, whe aspe coed te 

marry ta 1943, At that sime, D. LUCIA asked COLO;IU2 if he 
could attend Ale daughter's wedding tn the spring of 1963, 

end he was told that such attendince would in no say s/feat 
Ate perole as Jeng as he kept Ainsalf tacenaptouoiw ond brought 
ao enboPrasenent te the officer or the “arole Read. The next 
mention af thie wedding vas dated December 30, 1547, when 

DE LUCIA teld COLOSIMO thet hie daughter, Wr, nue getting 
morried in January, l040 and that a reception would be held 

as Me Palmer House Hotel. The next reference tc the wedding 
oppecred under dote af April 22, 1240, in on entry in the 
ruaatag menorandua stating that COLOSIVO head lunch with 

DE LUCIA ad the “almer Fauee where he showed DE LUCIA an 
orticle in the 58, Loufa Peed Diapasoh (not l"urther deacribed, ) 
I$ was a@tated that 5% LUCIA was amused ct tau or: tole and 
renarhed Ghat there were only 20 guests at the wedding brack- 
feat and DOO guesta c$ the reception of hie daug.iter'a wedding, 
OE LICIA said the news story wat a “bunoh of liea". 


Under date of Kay H7, 1547, (an^narently should de 
2948 decouse 19 follows an entry of Nay 36, lids) COLOSILO noted 
that he discussed source of tngome with DE LUCIA, and eraained 
as accounting book which 2E LUCIA had ta hie desi, DE LUCIA 
8844 he would furnish 0//toer with a full financial report at 
the end of the yeor when ali information became ovaíloble fron 
hte farm operation, This tafornction woa furnished te dr. "RICOS, 
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Parole rmseoutíus, Koahingten, D. ^, by notatíon on Of Liciata 
nondily report fer May, De 


The next and línol entry in the runsing senodrondua concerne 
ing the wedding a^peared under date o" uly s, 294, end ta 
betag sn) verbos in: 


"9/9/40 DS LUCIA tn off tgo with o.*ftoer 
and Mr, FISHER. He said he hod evidence 

te prove that he did net pay fer tis 
ucdcíag fron Ate own funda and hau receipta 
which mere ín the aame 87 ALEZ Pos TIO end 
not his. He alae hos a list c/ all the 
contridutors of the wedding and trat he 
will prove that the wedding expenses were 
patd "Pon cash contributions o^ the gueata, 
He slee said he Aca not asscetate: with 
anyone of poor raputotion ond ia . ble to 
proye that in Court er te the Par: le Donard, 
He did acy thot he had aome more ‘ealings 
to complete with FRANIOTO C. CURRY on the 
Purohaae o^" the orm machínery which ORRY 
hed left hin te buy se hc could wie on the 
farm. It was suygested $0 Aim thit he deal 
by correspondence Shrough his boctkeeper 
rather han try to contest CURRY pereonolly 
He agreed to follow through on thea plan and 
hod the consent te do so on tha «porvval of 
the officer and li. TISI R, CAVA, y who oon- 
aurred, Fe OF IPCI? aid $6 we: foolish 
Jo" one de $Ainh thot Ac would v olate the 
condttteng o^ hia parole which ws granted 
to Atm. He did not or ever inte ded te 
WOoke G hove without adutstag the Prodavion 
cjf icer jirat ond ao far he Ase jcomuynicoted 
with the of fteer on all notters concerning 
hinsgl^, hia farm, eto. IIe olosing hia 
PenoPká to the afficer, Nr. LE :j.CIl4 anid 
"I$ te an honor to be on parole and i neuer 
hod eny tateattonsa of ever violctihg ny 
perole and {f £ haue to go bacá te príson, 
i will die there and / intend vc. fight tata 
Shing ttrough teonuee 7 am not : vielator 
as others woul: want to noke ybi belfeve', 
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mer — There was also in the file, two she :0 ot yellow 
Alden — — — 
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ID with irc i — — to be note, taken during 
JÁ,ePence q.ote aredicte cbeva Jhesus no: 
Jorth ca follows: d . | — 


"7/3/48 *ecdíhg rote Total zre: ace 40, T.U, 


D$228 - Rare of tf : "3&7. Saw billa, 
¿adding rece tion was ^oi. for from sontee 
recetoed. 


Has a list co^ oll the conopributora, 
¿0atricutions mors than «s90uzh to cover 
wedding. Hea a record o^ all montes 
contPihuirc un aate@ anc Qdoreasca o^ 
Juc8Bts, 

vPedcía; bille seta 21/3075 Bnlcocagtone 
Lepel.  /^ a showdown (illegible, but 
dedieved to be ghosdoun. sitnesses ore 
willing to testi^y." 


JOSEPH G, COLOGIM^ Gdufsed that he uae the original pree 
batten officer for PAUL DE ^UcZ4i, Ne etated that 29 the tina of 
the marriage DE LUCIA!'a daughter, WARY, he, although net re- 
guested to de so by anyone, on Ate oun initiative as probation 
officer nade an tayeatigation tnts the source of the money ree 
eetved end uagd to pay for the wedding reception ct the Bleck stene 
Ketel, Es stated Ae along with Charles Y. Fisher tateruteved 
DE LUCIA who satiafiad then as to the sturce of t^s money. Fe 
setually saw the recotpta from the hotel nade out in the none ef 
ALEX PONFO, whe woe the groom's father, Fe sae 2.80 a liat of 
ali the gueata and the amounta contríbuted by saos, properl 
epedited te each nang, There vas a total ef appro-inately 150, 000 
eon'tributed, 


He wtated that Ae had never discussed tiia wedding er 
the montas ínyvolosd ía connectias therewith aith anyone fron the 
United States Attorney's offteae except in cotwal conversation. 
He woe never aaked to conduct an investigation irto the weddtag 
tneident by anyone, fnoludtag the UM States Attorney 's 
Office, the Parole beard, or any ether sgency. ie further atated 
he was sotiafiod that ne violation of parole rem 1ted from the 





— wedding reception ond ne report was nade er deen d mecessary etther 
us be the Parole Beard ta Fashtngten or to the Unttid States Attorney. 
— He trates he felt tiere was no responsibility te make a report 

us te dis United States Attorney, but if auch was heoesagry, then 

wÁ. ssi Pigsher would haue been responsible te nake it. 

— Although Ae was subpesnged fo appear b:fore Judge IGOE 

" Øn July ^, 1948, and again on May 17, 1089, he usa net led te 

om Úestify on either socasten, Fe sas subpeenaed by ^E LrOIA'a 
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attorney, and it was Ate underatancfng that he was nct oalied 
upon through the actton of the Unftei States Attorney la 0$/tct. 


The only Congressional Committee defore which he testi- 
fied was the Hoffman Committee back in September, 19.7. Since 
thie vas prior to the wedding inotient, naturally nc testineny 
eencerning the wedding was involved. 


(See nert page.) 
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EF UEI TED STATES 






dr. CHARLES F, FISH: R, former Chtef Unttsd States 
rrobation Offtoer at Chicago, Illfínois, now retires, was tne 
terviewed on November 15, 1952, at the residence af his son-Ín- 
lew and daughter, EDVARD H, AURKART and MAMIE (PECAY) BURKART, 
4749 St. Clair Avenue, North Hellywood, Californic, telephone 
SUnset 9-4183, The interview was conducted by Special Agent 
LOGAN J. LANE, 


Mr. FISHER recalle subject PAUL DE LUCI by hie altas 
PAUL BICCA., He haa no recollection of specific dotes, but 
it te Ate beat recollection that a short time prior to the 
arrest of DE LUCIA tn about July, 1940, Parole Of toer 
JOSEPH G. COLOSIO of the United States Probation Office ín 
Chtoago, called Hr. FISHER to ett fn on en interview COLOSIUVO 
conducted of PAUL DE LUCIA. According to tr, FIS(ER, i$ was 
the custom in his office for his subordinates to sek hia to 
sit in on interviews they conducted with parolees or probationers 
who were prominent by reason of publicity they hai received. 
On thie. ogcusion, the subjeot ndtter of € wedding Peoeption 
Jor a daughter of DE LUCIA was discussed, Mr, FISHER satd he : 
has no recollection as to how the ítem was brought up during 
the interview, although COLOSINO had some $nformatíon about 
The questioning of DE LUCIA was, in pari, regarding the 


monthly financial reporte he was requtred to make to the 
United States Probation office reflecting his income and expense», 





It te Hr. FISUER'S recollection that arproxinatel y 
$18,000 to $15,000 was spent on the wedding reception under 
discussion, and DE LUCIA claimed that he had not reported the 
@zpenditure of that money to the United States Probation office 
ga the expenses were patd by guesta and friends rather than by | 
DE LUCIA, and DE LUCIA maintained he had not violated the 
terna of his parole tn not reporting the expenditure, Ur, 
FISHER said he hae a faint recollectíon that son? relative 
ef DE LUCIA, possibly an uncle, had contributed 1 large amount 
toward the éxpenses of the peceptton, and he thiiks DE LUCIA 
may have made such a statement at the interview. Ur. FISHER 
also recalls that DE LUCIA commented he had the ames of the 
guests attending the reception, and their addresses, and that 
these persons coul teatify as to their contributions to the 
reception expenses. tr. FISHER eatd that while the sum was 
large, he knew of hís personal knowledge thet frequently persons 
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of Italian extraction spend large amounts for lavish wedding 
receptions and that it ts customary for guests to rake | 
contributions toward the expenses of the occasion. He said 
he thought the report made by COLOSTHO should contain 
information regarding the claim of DE LUCIA. 


According to Ur. FISHER, on that oecasicn DE LUCIA 
did not mention the names of any of the contributora or the 
amounts contributed by them. He recalls that there was mention 
made on some occasion as to the anounts spent for different 
iteme connected with the reception, such as food, waiters, 
rental on the hall room and similar items, but he does nob 
recall who made these statements or where or when trey were 
made. He suggested the possibility that COLOSINO »ay have 
Jurntshed that data to him. 


Mr. FISHER said that he recalla no list of contributors 
or itenized list of expendttures having been submitted te 
the Untied States Probatton Office at Chicago, by DE LUCIA 
or anyone else, relating to the wedding reception. He said 
he does not know whether COLOSI"O ever obtained atch informa- 
tion, and he recalle no request for such information to be 
obtained by his office, | 


Mr. FISHER related that DE LUCIA was operating a large 
farm at that time, and engaged in the raising and sale of 
livestock. He said COLOSIHO allowed DE LUCIA to aubmit 
financial reporte ín connection with the periodic sale of 
the livestock, and while one monthly report made bhy the paroles 
might not be quite accurate, tt was not considered a serious 
matter if the parolee, whoever he mght be, acourately reported 
his income and ezpenaes tn a subsequent report so ae to 
account for the correct totala, He said the interview wtth 
DE LUCIA at that time was for the purpose of determining whether 
DE LUCIA had been making accurate reports of incane and 
expenditures of hia personal funds. Mr. FISHER commented 
that there were many rumors about the farm operated by DE 
LUCIA, auch as that armed guarde were maintained at the 
entrance to the property, and he aceompanted another officer 
fron his office to the farm on one occasion to personally 
esanfne the situation for his own satisfaction. He said he 
may have travelled on that occaaion with COLOSIH(, or tt 
may have been another officer, identity nat now recalled 
by Mr. FISHER, | | 
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Aecording to Mr. FISHER, members of the "United States 
Beard of Parole from time to time were in Chicago ond discuseed 
this and other cases with him. He said he recalls no request 
by any of the board members ar any other official, for the 
United States Probation office at Chtoago to conauct a apectaz 
investicatton into the wedding reception erpenaes on behalf 
of DE LUCIA'a daughter. 


Ag he had no list of contributors or the expenses for 
the reception, Mr. FISHER atates he is certain his office 
did not tranenit such itema to the United States Attorney at 
Chicage or to any other federal agency. He eatd that Wr, 
OTTO KERNER, Untted Statea Attorney, did not request such an 
ingutry of the Untted States Probation office to Mr, “ISHER's 
knowledge. 


Mr. TISHER commented that on the day of the interview 
with DE LUCIA, he left the affice prior ġo the duparture of 
DE LUCIA, and he has no knowledge whether COLOSIO may have 
asked DE LUCIA for a list of contributors, guests or 
expenditures for the wedding receptton, 


It waa the ebservation of Mr. FISHER thit the subjects 
were granted parole and as long as they followed ihe regulations 
imposed on them by the terns of the parole, the "United Statee 
Probation offtce cooperated with the parolees. Je eaid thie 
wos his adutatstrative policy tn handling all parolees, regard~ 
lees of identity, and these cases were handled tn the office 
tn routine manner recetutng the regular $nvestígative | 
attention. Mr. FISHER stated he netther observed nor learned 
of any colluaion of any kind regarding a possible attempt te 
prevent revocation ef DE LUCIA's parole, and he said he learned 
of ne favors of any kind HR been me thes "n by . 
hte office. 


Mr, FISHER renarked that — reporte mere prepared 
by the parole officer concerning DE LUCIA, and vithout having 
those reports before him he could not recall the contente af 
then. He said that at the time of his interuisv of DE LUCIA 
with COLOSIMO, the wedding reception matter did not üaaume any 
particular stontficance, but that subsequent puilicity hae 
Focused attention on the gituation. Mr. FIGHER said he has 
been retired fron federal service since 1949, 
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IND BUREAU CF PRISONS, 





This investigation was conducted by Speoicl Agente 
WILLIAM T, FORSYTH and ROBERT K. LEWIS on November 4, 1858. 


Mr. THOMAS O. GROVER, Parole Executive, U, Se Board 
of Parole, Department of Justias, advised that the noard of 
Parole did not have separate files of theír own, bu: maintained 
their files as part of the files of the Bureau of prisons, He 
atteapted to locate a file on PAUL DE LUCIA $n the Bureau of 
Prisons files, but asoerteined that it was in the possession 
of JAMES V. BENNETT, Director of ihe Bureau ef Prisons. Mr. 
JAMES VY. BENNETT kad the fila in hia posseseton and made 1$ 
available te the agents. | 


Prison Records 


| The file on the subject reflects that on January 1, 
1944, he was designated to go to the Federal Penitentiary at 
Atlanta, Geergía. In May, 1944, the subject applied for batl, 
Claiming phystoal reasons; namely, diabetes, arthritis and 
kidney stones. Subject was thereupon exenined by phyetotane 
of the U. 8. Publio Health Service and bail waa not allowed 
since tt was found that subjeot could receive adequate medical 
care tn prison. 


In May, 1945, the subject requested a transfer to the 
Federal Penttentiary at Leavenworth. This request was opposed 
by the Bureau of Prisons for the reason that one NICK CIRCELLA, 
an alleged enemy of DE LUCIA, was at that tine inccoroceroted tn 
Leavenworth, It was felt that the presence of these two men in 
one penttenttary might cause considerable trouble. The file 
contains a letter dated July 91, 1945, from JOSEPH W, SANFORD | 
Warden, Atlante Penitentiary, to FRANK LOVELAND, Acstetant Direc- 
tor, Bureau of Prisons, regarding DE LUCIA's requect for transe 
fer. This letter atatea, in part; "From information received, 
i$ la quite evident that money ta being paid to obtain the trane- 
Jer of these men to Leavenworth." SANFORD gees on to expresa 
his oppeattion to this transfer. On the betton of this letter, 
written in longhaad by Mr. LOVELAND, ta the statement, "Talked 
with SANFORD - has no indteatton that money has been paid » 
Just said that two attorneys had been very active in their cases,” 
On July 97, 1945, DE LUCIA was tranaferred to the penttentiary 
at Leavenwerth, this transfer being authorized by ifr. LOVELAND. 
The file alae reflects that the aubjeot had a clear oonduot re- 


cord during hie time in prison. 
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The file contains an undated parole request made by 
the subject in which he stated that tf placed on parole he 
would be employed tn the operation of his form at River Forest, 
Illinois. In this request the subject also stated that be- 
cause of financial difftculttes he would lese this farm unless 
paroled. This request te signed by Parole Officer lo. Le 
YEAGLEY. The file contains letters supporting JE L:CIA"s parole 
request from the following persons: 


TIMOTHY DINEEN Reverend C. MERZANO, CST 
5419 Yan Buren Street 6219 Sheridan :iead 
Chicago, Illtnois Chtcoago, Illinojs 

Dre MORRIS W. LEV CURTIS BH. VILAS 

104 South Miehtgan Avenue P. O. Box 108 

Chicago, Iiltnots Sarasota, Florida 

JAMES LUPORI Fo Je CURRY 

c/e Bell Oil Company 516 Western Avenue 

5915 Rogers Avenue Joliet, lilinois 


Chicago, Illtnofs 


It ts noted that Mr. CURRY stated in htn letter that 
he was operating DE LUCIA’s farm during hts absenci. 


The file refleota that the subject was sligible for 
parole on July 7, 1947, and was granted parole on August 13, 
1947. Reverend C. MARZANO agreed to act as DE LUCIA'a parole 
adviser. Subject stated that he would líve at 817 Lathrop Ave- 
nue, River Forest, Illínois, with hte wife and three ehtidren. 
He stated he would be employed in the management and operation 
of hts 1100 acre farm at the above address. 


The ftle contains a capy of a memorandum dated August 
14, 1947, from the Director, FBI, to the Direotor, Bureau of 
Prisons, advising that a confidential source had infermed that 
subject was visited on several occasiona at the Federal Penttenttary 
in Atlanta, by MURRAY HUMPHRIES, a Chicago racketzer. It was 
stated that HUMPHRIES used the name of JOSEPH BULJ7RB, a Chicago 
attorney, when making theae visits. 


— A review of subject's visiting records, made by the 
Bureau of Prisons, showed that BULGER had visited subject at 


more. Leavenwerth and also at Detention Headquarters ir New York City. 
~ The visite to Leavenworth were mode with EUGENE FERNSTEIN, € 
mw Chteage attorney, for the purpose of díscusasing var matters. 
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The ftle contains a copy of a letter dated September 
18, 1947, to the Director, FBI, from DANIEL M. LYONS, Chairman, 
U. S. Beard ef Parole, tn which it te requested that investiga 
tien be made to determine if the person vieiting subjecta under 
the nane of JOSEPH BULGER was actually MURRAY HUMPHRITS. A 
letter dated October 18, 1947, te DANIEL M. LYONS from the 
Directer, FBI advised thet ANTHONY ACCARDO had acoompunted 
EUGENE BERNSTEIN on visits with the subject at Leavenworth. 
The letter states that prison employees had tdentiftel ACCARDO's 
pioture ae JOSEPH BULGER. 


The file conteins a memorandum dated Septexber 3, 
1947, stating that JAMES DORHERTT, C ibune, had visited 
the U. S. Beard ef Parole regarding TAFITI Gn the botton of 
this memorandum te etated, "Feuld like to find eut everything 


Gbeut these paroles. Referred to Public Relations." After this 
statement appeared the initials "YXT.” 


In a letter dated Geteber 22, 1947, to A. 5. GOTTSHALL, 
net identified, Mr. T. VINCENT QUINN, Assistant Attorney General, 
etates that subjeot has fatled to disclose source of funds de 
defray treene tazes and that his parole may be revoksd under 
*ot11fu1 cencealuent." 


4 menorandun dated November 7, 1947, to DANIEL M. LYONS, 
Chairmen, Beard ef Parole, on Mr. QUINN, states that parole may 
be revoked on the baste of "concealed information." On the bot- 
tom of this memerandum in longhand ts written, "Do you wish to 
take thts matter up now? The Grand Jury te now sitiing on this 
ease tn Chteage.” The inttiala "DIL" appear after this statement, 
Beneath thie appears the etatenent, "Not at this dine," followed 
by the initiale "TFR," Beneath this appears the stotement, "I 
cencur,” with the initiale "BJH" and the date "Decenber 1, 1947." 


The file eontains a docunent entitled, "Rsferral for 
Constderatten of Alleged Fíelation," dated June 15, 1948, which 
states that the subject is guilty of the following offenses: 


le. Fatlure to make full and truthful written repertis 
te the Supervisor of Parole. 


2. Untruthful statenenis for expenditures, December, 
1947, and January, 1948. 
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3. Assectation with persone of bad repiutatten. 


| 





Tracy 
liarbo 





4. Fatlure to conduct himself honorably. 





Belmont 


Mohr 





S. Failure to reveal source of mentes used tn 


—— settlement of Internal Revenue taz when questioned 
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before a legally constituted body. 
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The file reflects that on June 15, 1948, a warrant 
was issued for the subject's arrest. 


The file oontains cepies of numerous letters during 
1948, erohanged between Dr. GEORGE G. KILLINGER, Chattman, Ue 3. 
Beard of Parole, and WILLIAM SCOTT STEWART, 77 West Wcshington 
Street, Chteago, Illinois, an attorney representing tie subject, 
These letters discuss revocation, heartng and procedure under the 
Administrative Procedure Act. The file contains no evidence of a 
hearing for the subject, and ín a letter dated Octobe: 6, 1940, 
from KILLINGER to STEWART, it is stated, in part: "Respecting 
your request for an early appearance of DE LUCIA before the Board... 
the Board only helds interviews with parolees and parole violators 
when they are in custody in a Federal penal institution." 


The file reflects that on November 23, 1948, subject 
was released on o Writ of Habeas Corpus, 


The file contains an undated, unsigned memarandum en- 
titled "PAUL DE LUCIA,” in which substantially ihe fcllowtng tne 
Jormation ta set forth: 


l, Question re taz montas =- $39,000 settlement. 


2. Question report for month of daughter’: wedding. 
Newspaper says $25,000 reception. Yo wuch 
expendtture shown on month in question, 


3. Source of expenditure monies for DecempereAprti, 
"Disbursements from funds previously on hand.” 


4. Association with FRANCIS CTRRY. 


5. Lack of knowledge of source of HUGHES" attorney 
fee. Subject had any attorney fees in December? 
(DILLON attorney fees) Nothing ts shown on 
menthly parole report. Subject supposed to have 
paid $5,000. 


There was no erplanatton of this memorandum, and tt is 
noted that it appeared in ihe file between correspondence whieh 
vas dated tn April and June, 1948. 
ledd__ These files contained FBI report of SA ROFERT E, RIGHTMYER 
7" made at Chicago, Illinots, on June 12, 1948, entttlcd "LOUIS COM- 
um PAGNA, Was», et Gl = BRIBERY}; PAROLE MATTERS." Thi report was 
os" gent to the Assistant Attorney General by routing alip dated June 


am; 14, 1948, and reflects the results of investigation into the ere 
o —penditures covering wedding reception held on January 24, 1948, 
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on the ocouston of the nerriage af KARIL EB LIC IA $e ALS Be 
PONZI2O. Thts report reflecta that the hotel btil for the recep- 
tton mas pctd for in cash by Pell TÈ LECIA to the anount of 
418,324.58. 


The file indicates thut on November 28, 1050, 6 
warront wae lasued for the eubject as a parola viol:;ter, and 
that on Nouenber 24, 1950, he was released on o Pri: of Fabeas 
Corpus. The file reflecta that on ‘eptember 9, 2195), subject 
wae granted oondi$ional liberty in the custody of tie attorney 
General under supervision of the Foard of Parole. The file cono 
tains no evidence of any hearing for the subjacó$ in 1954. 


FL HCRS 


These filea contain type! excerpta o/ tke hearing bee 
Sere the Special Committee $0 Investigate Orguatwec Crime in 
Interaticte Commerce, United “tates Senate, hele on Saturday, 
cCepéember 9, 1950. These hearings concerned Fall <x LUCIA qe 
witness and were concerned with ^: LUCIA'a finunce::s 


Fhem LX LJCIA was questioned os to how mich noney he 
had on hand at the time he went te the penitentior::, he replied 
that he had $300,000.00 im cash, cll of whioh was retained in 
Ate home. AD one point in hie te:tinony Senator $ 'L.F made the 
statement, "I night say for the record here that his 1950 atate- 
ment shows asseta of ¿390,000.00 und he has here notes payable 
of £625.00, mortgage payoble af $10,000.00, loan poyeble, mortgage 
Long Beach property 340,000.00 and morftgoge paychle Prudential 
Insurance Company of america $64,000.00. It te interesting to 
note that he lista Ate land at 715,000.00. Ha built a new born 
fer £81,000«.00, " 


During the testimony, Pe ¿Vols pointed «ut that Ae had 
borrewed money on Ate farm and on Ate house and .onat$or KWILZY 
tnquired ca to why he had borrowed thia money wher he hod *300,000.00 
on hand te cash. VË LUCIA gould make no satisfac ory explanation 
as ta why he Aad berrewed thie money. ZA LUCIA tidioeted during 
his testimony thot he had borrowed ¿80,000.00 fron HOGO BitNLTT, 
who te the Bookkeeper of the Spertenen’s Track an: atated ut the tine 
of hia teetineny he owed Atm the 20,000.00. hen Nr. HÁ^LL:T tae 
quired as to what interest he paid on thie money, ho atated he 

mo Bid not know what té was, but believed either four or aig per centa 
-— — then further inquiry wos mode ca dto whether he ho! paid cay of 
mea #Ate buok, he atuted that he had cn underatanding that in five 
om Years he was to pay interest and indicated that wo until the tine 
= E thie Bearing he had paid no interest cond novht ag on the princi- 
__ pale LUCI ezplatned that tits was because HL 72 ARAN "TP woa 

a retama of hia and thts pcs a "friendly transaction." 
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: These files further reflect excerpts of teattnony from 
an ¿izecutive Sesaton of the aforementioned Commitiecs whtehk was 
held tn Chicago, Illinois, on October 6, 1950. At thia time 
DE LUCIA was further questioned regarding Ata finances and he was 
asked whet he had done with $300,000.00 sinoe he cone out of the 
penitentfary, to which he replied he used i$ on hie farm and 
living and etated he had approximately $40,000.00 loft at that 
time. He added that in addttion to the $500,000.00 he had ber- 
rowed 391,000.00. 





Mr. HALLEY pointed out to DE LUCIA he must have apent 
epprozrímately $351,000.00 since kta release from jail tn 1967, 
to whioh DE LUCIA replted that all thts money was apent tn living 
er improvement of Ata farm and according to Mr. HALLEY the booke 
and accounts maintained by DE LUCIA showed expendituros of apprezt- 
mately $130,000.00 on the farm, leaving the balance unesplained. 
DE LUCIA was unable to give a setiafactory ezplanation as to the 
expenditure af the balance of Ate money. 


These excerpts dífsolosed no information or explansttion 
of the expenditures of DE LUCIA tn regard do the wodding afferded 
his daughter in January, 1968. 


The files contatn the applicant's monthly perole re- 
porte from September, 1947, through September, 1952. The files 
contata a summary deted November G, 1950, of the subjeot's in- 
come and erpenditures as was taken from the parole reports. The 
summary ts broken down as follows: 


lo Funda on hand $272, 662.12 

2.  Berrowed $12,000.00 
So Miscellaneous income, 

exoluding farm ce Sa 95g 32 

Total $308 , 8123.65 








lo. Living expenses $ 70,575.00 
Zo Fara operation #435, 115.97 
Se Stoek purchase 1, 734.98 

á. Other (taxes, attorney 
Jees, ete.) 29, 908. 99 
Total $545, 334. 84 


I$ de pointed out in this summary that there te a 


mw“ $20,000.00 dtfferenos in ineome and expendtture ¡tema traceable 


taurhidin 


—t$o the June, 1948, report in which recetpts exeecded expenditures 


mem Dy $93,000.00, whieh balance was mot carried forvard. 
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The subject's monthly parole report for December, 1947, 
indicates that he spent $6,919.35 from funds preutously on hand. 


fhe January, 1948, parole report índicates total ezr- 
penditures of $5,205.69 from funds on hand. The expenditure tes 
broken down as, on farm $3,205.69 and living expenass $2,000.00. 
There ta no indfcation on this report of any expenditure fora 
wedding reception. It was further noted that there is no notation 
or accounting on this report of any gifts by friends. On the back 
of the January, 1948, report are listed the comments of Probation 
Officer JOSEPH G. COLOSIVO, There is no comment concerning any 
wedding reception and COLOSIMO states in part, "DE LUCIA ta getting 
along well -- getting farm in condition to take ovcr full time on 
Naroh 1, 1948. Good attitude and is adjusting weli though there ie 
much publicity about hia parole release. Congressional and Federal 
Grand Jury investigations worry hin. He ts sincero» and wanta to 
make good on parole". 


RECENT DEVELOPMENTS 


These files contain a memorandum dated Cetober 16, 1952, 
to the Parele Board, Attention of Dr. KILLINGER, from CHARLES B, 
MURRAY, Asatetant Attorney General, capttoned United States er rel 
PAUL DE LUCIA v. THOMAS P. DONOVAN, Marshal. Thi: memorandum bore 
the initiíala CBMrAEG:18 under which were the numbers 1233-51-18. 


This memorandum pointed out that the Parole Board "had 
been furntahed & oopy of a memorandum opinion of iugust 21, 1953, 
by Judge IGOE, Northern District of Illinois, granting a writ tn 
the above case and ordering the petitioner DE LUCIA disoharged 
from the technical custody of the respondent marshal and to be 
restored to the custody of the Attorney General under supervision 
of the Board of Parole. The order which gave final effect to 
Judge IGOE'a opinion and conclusions is dated September 9, 1952", 


This memorandum further continued, "Thé views of the 
United States Attorney (Chicago) are contained in hta letter to 
thie division dated September 23, 1952". A search of the files 
failed to disclose a copy of this letter; however, the capttoned 
memorandum summarized the letter dated September 23, 1952, as "The 
letter advised that the principal concern centers about the Parole 
Board 'e allegation that DE LUCIA vtolated the conditions of parole 
through failure to have included in his monthly report for January, 
1948, an amount ezceeding $12,000.00 representing expenses incurred 



































ER in connection with a wedding reception for his caughter. This 

clegg alleged violation ia disposed of in favor of the petitioner wtth 
— the finding of Judge IGOE that (a) the petitioner had acquainted 
y the Probation Officer with the facta of this matter and that his 
a report had been accepted and, (b) that there was no evidence that 
— the funds so ezpended belonged to the petitione”, since they had 
Mehr been contributed by the guests at the reception and constituted 
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gifta to the newly married ceuple. Yeu will note shat the United 
States Attorney espressea the belief that evidence necessary to 
everesne the pesttion teken by the court te probeb!y laoeking and, 
if ee, he inelines de the view that a subsequent rivecation af 
parele could net be sustained tn a hadeas corpus proceeding”. 
This letter further continued that the Crimtaal Divieten weuld 
appreciate an early reply on thte matter. 





By letter dated Ootobar 31, 1962, to CHATT ES Re MURRAY, 
Assistant Attorney General, from GEORGE B. RILLINC b^ Chaíruon, 
United States Board of Parole, it wae stated that, "This case 
hae been carefully reviewed by a maferity of the ‘eerd, and we 
Ggree that we de not have evidence aufftotend and neceseary te 
sustain a eubsequent revecetton of parole should i habeas corpus 
preceeding be /oréheoning. The only new allegation ín thie 
particular case as compared to the COMPAONA = 010% Cases ta the 
expenditures tneurred ín connection with PF LUCTA'a daughter e 
wedding, aad we have always felt that this evidence woe not toe 
well-founded, 


"We de not, therefore, feel that an opraal should be 
taken from Judge IGOF'as order in this oaae," 


4 review ef the United States Board ef Parole and Rureau 
of Prísens files fatlad to disclose any viget dh, Pdo other than 
the a/ere-nentioned FAI report cenceratag the allegation thet 
DE LUCIA spent $12,000.00 tn January, 1948, fer sie daughter's 
wedding reception. These files de not reflect ary requeet for 
GA FBI investigation sinos June, 1548, These files further fatled 
to shew any transoript of o hearing by the Unite? States Board 
of Parole fer DE LUCIA for thie matter or any other matter subse- 
quent to Ata parole on August 13, 1947, 


INTERFIES WITH OR, GEOPCE 4, ĘITLIKGYR, CEAJRMAL, 
td GARD 2) 9 
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Dr. GEORGE C, RILIINCER wae intervute-od tn Ate efftee 
in the Fone Gonera Loan Corporation Building, Fi rat Street and 
Iadígna Avenue, ¥.¥., on November 18, 1982, by ?pectal Agente 
WILLIAM E, FERIWOER and ROLEST E. LENIS. 


Dr. XILLISOER Gdutaeed he entered Ata present enploy- 
ment on May 184, 1948, and shortly thereafter at the direction of 


Mr. PEYTON FORD, then Deputy Attorney General, he travelled te 


Chieage te review the parole mattera of the sul jecta in thia cast. 
He stated that he reviewed these coses aad tn coing so worked 
elosely with United States Attorney OTTO XERNES), JRL, ond MICEAEL 
HORA, € Department of Justíos Attorney. Te sated that while 

$n Chíoage he first learned of’ the matter regarding the wedding 


Tolson 
Ladd 
Olegg 
Glavin 
Nichole 









































"nn iu 


ew Š € 


reception of PAUL DE LUCIA'S daughter. He said he talked with 
DE LUCIA'S probation officer, JOSEPH G, COLOSIMO, regarding this 
wedding reception and said that it was his feeling that COLOSIMO 
had been entirely too lenient with DE LUCIA and that COLOSIMO 
regarded the reception as a norma] Italian custom.  COLOSIMO 
informed him that i$ was normal at a Italian reception for the 
guest te give cash gifts to become the property of the bride and 
groom. 





Dr. XILLINGER advised that he felt that COLOSIMO had been 
too lentent with DE LUCIA and had net closely supervised his parole. 
He added that at that time he felt the entire parole system was 
rather laz and did not require close enough supervision of 
parolees. He pointed out that COLOSIMO had permitted DE LUCIA tn 
his monthly parele reports to itemise his tnoome ard expenditures 
in approzímote figures and had not required any strict accounting 
thereof. He stated he felt that COLOSIMO had been too sympathetio 
teward DE LUCIA and added thet COLOSIMO had told him that he 
had been agreeable to the holding of this wedding reception and 
he had also informed him that the subject was sincere and dothg 
very well on parole. He stated COLOSIMO had alee informed him 
that he did not feel it was his duty to investigate the souroe of 
payment for this wedding reception. Dr. KILLINGER commented that 
probation officers have a great trust placed upon them and are 
permitted considerable freedom of judgment in their supervision of 
parolees. He stated that certain matters are left to the dia- 
cretion of the probation officer and that a probation officer 
might undertake an investigation upon his own initiative and write 
a report reflecting the resulte thereof. He state that tf such 
a report was submitted it would go to the chief pr»bation officer 
of the region tn whtoh the investigating probatton officer vas 
enployed and e copy would be forwarded to the Ue £. Board of 
Parele at Washingten. However, he alse pointed out that tt was 
possible a probation officer might institute an investigation 
upon hia own initiative, and feeling that he had rot developed 
pertinent information, write no report. Dr. KILLINGER also added 


 peperts are normally only written on matters which the probation 


offtoer felt vitally effeoted the parolee's adjusiment or status. 
Dr. KILLINGER stated that since COLOSIMÓ had perattted 
"Apprezimete" reports to be furnished by the subjvot he felt that 
the matter of the wedding reception was the Parole Board's “weakest 
link" fer pessible revocation of the subject 's parole, Dr. KILLIN- 
CER advised that he had COLOSIMO removed from the DE LUCIA ease 
about June, 1948. KILLINGER stated that in addition te COLDSIMO'S 
lentent attitude toward the subject he understood that he uc3 
ales a distant relative of the proprietor of Colosime s Restaurant, 
e hang out for heodluas, and he felt that such relationship night 
cause embarreesment to the Parole Board. 


e 35 ~ 












































As far as investigation of the wedding reception is 
eoncerned Dr. KILLINGER stated that he knew of no investigation 
exzeept that conducted by the FBI. He stated he never discussed 
the wedding reception with COLOSIMO after his trip to Chicago in 
May, 1948, nor did he ever receive any correspondence from 
COLOSIMO concerning the reception. He added that he believes he 
had heard thet COLOSIMO made some investigation at the Blackstone 
Hotel but cannot recall the source of sane, XIZLINCER stated he 
had no knowledge of any intervtew of DE LUCIA by COLOSIMO and hed 
never recetved any repert of such an interview., He pointed out, 
however, such wes net unusual since the local probatton officer 
was granted wide dtseretion aa to whether or not a report would 
be submitted or just the running memorandum maintaired in $he 
local office. He stated that he has no reports fro COLOSIMO 
ether than the subject's monthly parole reports. 


Dr. KILLINGER pointed out that he te & psychologist 
and not a lawyer and therefore hos not fully followed the complez 
litigation involved in thts case. He stated that he hos relied 
entirely upon OTTO KERNER and A, E. GOTTSHALL for legal opinions. 
He stated that as far os he knows DE LUCIA has never been fn € 
federal penitenttary stnee the time of hie porole ard therefore 
there has never been a Parole Board hearing. He explained tt was 
necessary that a paroles be confined tn federal ousiody at a 
federal penttentiary before he could be afforded a hearing befere 
the Parele Beard regarding the revocation of the parole. Ye 
atated that he had heard that DE LUCIA submitted an affidavit naming 
the persona who supposedly paid for his daughter’s wedding re- 
ception at e habeas corpus heartng. He stated that he had net 
been present at any of the subject's habeas corpus Leartrge but 
belteved thts affidavit was presented during a hearing on Moy 14, 
1952. He added that he did not knew whether or not information 
appeering tn FBI reports was submitted at that hearing. 


KILLINGER peinted out that he had no knowledge of what 
*renspired at the aubject's habeas corpus proceadtays and there- 
fore was not acquetnted with any investigation whtol. may or may 
not have arteen as a result of the matertal or testimony preeented 
at euch hearings. Ke stated that the Board ef Parole does not 
request investigation as & result of matters presented in court 
but that this ta left to the discretion of the particular U.s B. 
Attorney. He stated that he dtd not know whether o" not further 
tavestigation had been conducted in this oase as a vesult of the 
subject's defense and added that in recent mentha hi had left 
thia matter te be handled by U. S. Attorney KERNER, 


As to whether or not there is sufficient cvidenee 
to sustain a revooation of parole at this time Dr. i TLLIVGER 
stated that since he ts not a lawyer he ts not ina posttion 
te make an independent opinion but must rely upon tie legal 
opinion of A. E. GOTTSHALL and has done 59. 
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OPINION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUnGE 
MICHAEL L., IGOE IN HABEAS CORPUS PROCEEDING 


CHICAGO, ILLINOIS, SEPTEMBER 9, 1952 


In the second Habeas Corpus proceeding by PAUL ^E LUCIA 
in the Unites, States District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Eastern Diviston, Chicago, Illinois, U. S. District 
Jucge MICHAE? L. IG0E affixed his sígnature to a Memorandum Inder | 
Stipulation "or Final Disposition dated August 31, 1952, making | 
reference to five referrala charged as offenses in this matter as 
follows: 





l. Failure to make full and truthful parole report 
covering expenditures during the month of January, 19428, 







when questioned before a Federal 
Grand i UTU e 


3. Failure to reveal source of monies used in settlement 
of Internal Revenue Tar when questioned before a Congressional 
Committee of the Etghty-ftrat Congress, 


atiure to reveal the 







UTY» ise | 
5. Failure to conduct himself honorably. 4 


in commenting on these enumerated offenses, Judge IGOF í 
mentioned that number one related to the wedding breakfast and sub- | 
sequent reception fer DE LUCIA'S daughter at the ^lackstone Hotel 
on January 24, 1940. The charge was that money given by guests at 
the wedding breakfast and reception was not reported aa income to | 
the parole authorities on DE LUCIA'8 monthly report. Judge IGOE i 
commented that the local parole agent had a complete report from | 
DE LUCIA t^at the money contributed by such guests was the property 
of the newly married couple and not income to him. Thts report 
was accepted by the parole authorities, according to the memorandum i 
opinion, and Judge IGOR noted that there was no evidence to ese | 


tabliahk such funda belonged to DE LUCIA and should have been reported | 
as income to him. 


— A reference is made in the memorandum to o fensea 

ma relating to DE LF : : e the 

when 

ury an congressional committee in 1950. 
mo JR commenting on this, Judge IGOK mentioned that DE LUCIA*8 tar 

wr” — — liability was settled by hia attorney at Chicago under unusual D3 


wes», Chroumstaices and that DE LUCIA had d id 
ESA | 


du 













PE Cc 
BW , oe a 
e ie - | 
ap ~ v 3 » 
- "m 
`~- * 
v ^ 
- 


Judge IGOE observed that there is no evidence that he did know 
the source. He stated that other thar. suspicious circumstances, 


the Governrent had no further proof and there was no evidence to 
support this charge. 


As to the fourth o fense concernín 





There is a statement in the memorandum that the fifth 
offense charged relates to anc te dependent upon the preceding 
Jour, 


Judge IGOE observed there was no direct evidence of 
parole viol^tion. He found the warrant under consideration based 
on the same charges as contained in a previous warrant against 
DE LYCIA tn 194€, and concluded there was no legal evidence to 
Justify the charge of parole violation. He commented that the 
basis of both warrants were the conclusions arrived at by the 
Board of Parole from inferences and suspícions created by the 
unfavorable publicity surrounding the granting of the paroles in 
this matter and added that such are insufficient to support a 
warrant for parole violation. He stated ihe warrant waa arbitrarily 
issued without evidence and was, therefore, a nullity. 


Judge IGOE conoluded the memorandum opinion by holding 
that DE LUC/A's restraint was illegal and discharging him, not 
to complete liberty, but to conditional liberty, in the custo'y 
of the Attorney deneral under superuision of the Board of Paroles 
ag a reinstcted paroles, 


Tie partíes to this case stipulated as to the evidence 
to be consti ered by the court, 


(i^ an interview November 13, 1953, Acting Solicitor 

General ROBERT L. OTERN, observed with reference to Judge i29; "3 

decision that there does not seem to have been any evidence before 

the Judge with respect to DE LUCIA'a claim that money for his 

daughter's wedding reception was contributed by friends and guests, 
wun 76 aduised that one of the reasons for hia decision not to appeal 
pa yrom Judge I70F's decision was the fact that the governmsn* had 
xw» introduced n» evidence during the hearing of the case concerning 
ue —the wedding reoce»tion incident which Ur. STERN pointed out in his 
mw Opinion would prevent the government from relying that point on 
“""—8ppeal as the baste for the parole revocation.) 
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Office Memorandum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO Mr. Tolson WA DATE: 11/20/52 
FROM : H. H. ry x 

e D 
SUBJECT: pare Det CIA 


“speci fd | 


PAROLE MATTER 
DEPARTMENTAL FILE 








The Department's file in this case (95-23-38) was "mem 
obtained and ezamined during the course of this inquiry. TI, 
felt you would be interested in the following observations. 











(1) A telegram dated October 21, 1952, from U. S. 
Attorney, Chicago, to the Department was not in the file when 
I obtained it on November 14, 1952. I did not know of its 
eristence until a discussion of it arose and Mr. Gottshall then f. f 
went to his office and found it and brought it to me. Uf 
TUS 
in | 


(2) The following are some examples of the dela 
filing material: 





Serial Dated Received Filed 
Kerner's letter 2/13/51 2/15/51 8/11/52 
Kerner's wire - 1/26/51 1/29/51 3/11/52 
Kerner's letter 12/4/50 y Arn 3/11/52 
Kerner!s letter 1/12/50 1/16/50 2/20/51 


In addition, the following were not in the file: 


(8) Chicago letter dated August 25, 1952, transmitting, 
the memorandum in this case. f 


(4) Letter dated April 8, 1952, from U. S. Attorney 
Kerner — Records Branch Stamp, April 10, 1952. 


(5) Letter from U. S. Attorney, Chicago, dated 
June 3, 1952, — Records Branch Stamp, June 5, 1952, with 


enclosures. 


(6) Memorandum dated October 21, 1952, from 
Parole recommending no appeal. Copy of letter dated April 16, 
1952, to Parole Board asking for views. 


cc: Mr. Rosen J$ ^ soo - 67 
QM * A 


RECORDED-45 — 
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ALL INSORMATION CONTA 


to 
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(7) Letter dated September 23, 1952, from U. £, 
Attorney Kerner — Records Branch Stamp, September 25, 1952. 


(8) Memorandum dated November 7, 1952, from 
Assistant Attorney General Murray to Solicitor General 
recommending no appeal and attachment dated November 7, 
showing decision of Acting Solicitor General Stern that 
there be no appeal. 


(9) Memorandum from the Solicitor General dated 
May 17, 1950, re Certiorari in this case with attachment dated 
May 18, 1950 authorizing certiorari, signed by Solicitor 
General Perlman. 
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- Printi court éistons and many other E 
records berry, the WWne of "Compagna." His | 
‘name is also used as "Campagna! In order 

that there would be uniformity Mr. Clegg 

and ir. Winterrowd agreed that "Compagna” 


' pou be used in all memos and correspondence, 


' Mr. Tols C 
ej, avi 
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y FEDERAL BUREAU OF covesrica ia 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 


i qub qua dun it de CE A SD A A 


DECEMBER 6, 1952 






e 
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E 5 P5 w^ ee ad Et 6 


OUR vA m = 
TU poen Rol vc QM TBI (58- 2000) (AMSD. 


LOUIS CAMPAGNA. WAS. ET AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTER.  RETEL / 
LOS ANGELES TO BUREAU AND CHICAGO DEC. TEREE LAST AND 7 ñ 


BUPHONE CALL DEO. FOUR LAST. [ — — — — — — ]uow RESIDING 


Wwe i, AND ON — [FURNISHED 
ARES Vrat at enm 


SWORN SIGNED STATEMENT OF INSTANT MATTER, NAMELY 








EOR.SUBJECTS. MONEY TO BE HANDLED p7p 
BY ONE DILLON ST. LOUIS, MO., DESCRIBED AS FRIEND OF PRESIDENT 


— 


IRUMAN WHO W&S TO OBTAIN PAROLES IN WASHINGTON. 








TOLD HER THAT INDIVIDUALS IDENTIFIED ONLY AS FIFERY a 
OR JOE, JOE BATTERS OR JOE Be» CURRY AND WILLIE HEENEY Bit. | a. ES 


^ 
Iia. 


AMONG EIGHT OR NINE TO PRODUCE. „LIHIS MONEY. SHE DENIED an 


E KNOWLEDGE OF IDENTITY OF ANY GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL TO BE PAID 





ALL OR PáxT OF THIS MONEY AND CLAIMS SHE E CANNOT „RECALL. EVER 
TELLING ANY OF FOREGOING TO ANYONE. D. Jemen. DENIED 


SAE vse oe onim 


HAVING ANY KNOWLEDGE OF THIS MATTER AND FREQUENTLY REFERRED 
A A c SR: 


ua 28 e. 290 — alt bg 


DES Gris 
Sent M Per 








[Re B o’ ^ " 
TX DET os acu 


FD-36 





FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Air-Tel 
Transmit the following ?oletype message to: 
PAGE TWO 


IO HER FEAR OF PERSONAL HARM IF] — 








O BUREAU AGENTS. OTHER BACKGROUND 


NR ard 


DATA OBTAINED FROM| S| WELL BE SUBMITTED IN NEXT oe 


REPORT IN THIS MATTER. 


MALONE 


Approved: — Sent M Per 
Special Agent in Charge 
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TO Mre C. A. Tolson AIRA DATE: 11/19/52 
FROM : Mr. He He Cleggys HM — 
| E — (€ A ; X T AUL INF DRMATION Cn dA ED Nichołs 
(v7 SUBJEST: PAUL DeLUCIA alias PAUL RICCA ' HEREIN OS ügcpiseWy O Se 
PA PAROLE MATTER DATED OOS Sy posa uo, 
In connection with the inquiries which I was directed, 
to make in the Department concerning the handling of the Tolo. Ru, 
decision not to appeal in the above-entitled matter you are — 


vay 


azccs Mr. Rosen 


O DEC 301982 > ib 





«Memo 10 








advised that I have reduced to writing the details of my 
interviews with various Departmental Officials and examinations 
of Departmental records. JI then prepared:a summary report of 





these details which I have delivered to the General Investigative 
Division for inolusion in the report which is being prepared] jy 4 A 
in that Division. In order that source material might be ! ] 7 
available in the Bureau's records there are attached hereto N, b.f 


the following: yy ge f 


Interview with Aaron E. Gottshall 11/14/52 - Criminal Division! ] 

Interview with Aaron E. Gottshall 11/18/52 =- Criminal Diviston kt / 

Interview with Andrew F. Oehmann - Criminal Division Z4 

Intervieuswith Assistant Attorney General Charles B. Murray - € 
Criminal Division E 

Record of initials on memorandum recommending "no appeal" 

Record of assignment of Assistance to Mr. Gottshall's office. 

Absence of Robert Erdahl, Criminal Division 

Absence of Fred E, Strine, Criminal Division 

Report of delayed delivery of telegram to U. S. Attorney, Chicago 

Notations from Department's file 95-28-58 

Interview with Mrs. Frances Myers Lamb - Solicitor General's Office 

Interview with Murray Schwartz - Solicitor General's Office 

Interview with Acting Solicitor General Robert L. Stern 


Photostatic copies of - 
Decision of Judge Igoe dated 8/21/52 : 
Acknowledgement dated 9/3/52 of Judge Igoe's decision dated gum 
‘Eétter yay from DeWolfe enclosing copy of Judge's decisio 

16/52 soliciting views of Parole Board — 


ei 
"au 
Ji 
A 


y 
Memo 10/21/52 submitting views of Parole Board 
Ordér of Court dated 9/9/52 


Memorandum recommending "no appeal" and decision of Acting Solicitor 


General 
File copy of wire 7/7/52 notifying U. S. Attorney of decision. 


— - 7. woo AlE] 
Com am "LT a A 
P 


2 Letter 9/28/52 from U. S. Attorney re Judge's decision 
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SYNOPSIS: 


ing the captioned matter. Two broad. phases ere involved: (1) 
elay in and the reasons for not appealing Federal Judge Igoe's 
(decision, es well as failure to notify Attorney General of such 
action; (2) as to facts surrounding apparent acceptance by USA in 
Chicego, Probation-Officers and Department of DeLucia!s claims that 
guests contributed funds for payment of his daughter!s wedding 
reception end not himself. 







M : APPEAL ASPECT 
DeLucis wes: paroled O=13=147, having been sentenced ten 
years ond fined ‘310,000 on 12-31-43. Dehucia_was arrested as a 
parole violator in Chicago and as a result of habeas corpus proceed- 
ings and subsequent” pleaditigs Judge Tgoe, at Chicago, issued judse— ' 
ment to the effect that parole revocation was not justified. Zenart- 
ment decided not bo.appeal.on.ll-7-b2, on day before appeal period | 
to expire. The Attorney General was not notified and considerable | 
delay was occasioned in reaching e decision. A telegram to, the i | 
USA, Chicago was dispatched on the seme exeniug.edy|sing no. appeal, 













Aaron Gottschall, Criminal Division Attorney hendling case, 
He, as well as Criminal Division, received advance copy of Judge | 
ilgoe!s decision 8-25-52. On 9-25-52, formal decision of Judge Igoe 
| recorded 9-9-52, was received in Department with USA's views against 
appeal. o further action until Gottshall wrote parole board for 
its views10U-16-52. Next action on 11-14-52 when Gottshall prepared 
memorandum recommending against appeal. This memorendum modified 
by Section Chief Erdahl and on 11-7-52, day before final date of 
appeal, memorandum approved by Murray, Strine, and Oehman in Criminal 


Division, and Schwartz and Stern of Solicitor General's office., sp (fF / 
| m ec OQ - Ab 
—Gottshall states. he had large. volume and constant pressure | 


of work and inadequate assistance which sccounts,for delay and- 

"OCYerslighb. Hurray states delay wes. avoidabgeyand_not excusable, 
although Cottshall undoubtedly was overloaded Ylhere were no followe 
up, docket, or 2 records maintained to re re proper, priority 


IES AS is type of cese. RECORDER 





123 9 : —— — 
ÉL È INDEXEDA x DEC € niv 
EHW: dw Ny B e 


cc: iir. Clegg y 











After iZ Solicitor General decided on "no appeal) 

approve d ue A le -PXCOSHHSDn. his i assistant, 
"ofrficials approved wire. Wixe..sent-2t.0+2, 
Pomo gu through Public Building Service Teletype Center : "and. 
received "A Sh. Chicago. DOG LL. Era o e 2 tele; gram 
REO do. by. GobassBhall.nd.0ehmanme. "Murs — 
Poner of nas qon not to appeal to fix ES for 

sending elegrem-om Him as head of the Criminal DIVLISIOHe — 



















The decision as to the seDDeRl.was.nobL.comuunicabed.Lo.Le 
Attorney, General and his views were not solicited. Murray considers 
failure to notify Attorney General most serious “oversight and this, 
— a end thus, most icq blame was bis. Acting Solicitor 
Attorney General's attentione e states that if a case "sufficiently 
doubtiul or ot enosn public importence then it may be discussed 
with the Attorney General by the Solicitor General's office. It 
did not occur to Stern that this case fell within this category. 


Those interviewed cited some twelve reasons for the decision 
not to appeal. Among others, cited the 1e Compagna-Gioe case as decided 
by Supreme Court as a, precedent, in that two or three charges against 
DeLucia were the same as those in Compagna-Gioe case. Justice Jackson 
had said Compagna case was a bad case for Government to present as it 
would likely make bad parole law. A third charge relating to money 
given by guests at wedding reception for Dehucia!s daughter was decided 
upon by Judge Igoe and nothing was in record to show Judge Igoe was 
wrong. Further two District Courts found no evidence to support revoca- 
tion in two similar cases. Also representatives in Criminai Division, 
USA!s office and Board of Parole recommended against appeal: 


WEDDING RECEPTION ASPECT | 


It was determined by ERIL.Lhat.DeLuols.nald out, of his pocket 
in cash more than $312,000. fon. his daughter's. wedding. recention,.-2l-8, 
which parole auth o: rities clalmed.he. should.haue.neported.in monthly 
report. De uela. L0. burn, o Laine... funds. were contributed. RY 3uests 
and friends. No additional investigation.xre..hisvhase ever requested 
by USA of Ft USA of FBI which was acting under specific..request for investigation. 


USA, Chicago, familiar with claim.of DeLucia as, to source 
of funds but did not request WBI to, Conduct, further investigation 
since he wished to cross-eo xamine - Debucia under “oath, possibly 
r ORL te Sie il Sara 
Catching “him in a des thus "giving rise to a “possible perjury 


violation; didnotowish investigation si TEMP qe RI Pr UE a 
in.Dis.ebnabegy. USA, did not discuss MITA, - MONEY, used by 
Delucia with anyone. from. Paroder O ELEn Chicago. USA mSkates never 
had opportunity, to, cross-examine Dehucia because, the matter was 

h Laoc-£Erom bench. on basis Of.DAeadings and atfidavits 


ot Delicias 














e? 













DeLucia matter, En = ond “investigation as to Deluclals 
elain but Li ADpeSPs-DS-UmI-SCGSr ten NORD EI uela. 





report. Lo. anyone concerning this including USA a and, Parole, Board, 
washington, D. C. 


Parole Board, Washington, D. C., had knowledge. 


claim as evidenced in its files. Parole Board agreed with decision 
DP. Ge E. Killinser, Chairman, Board of Parole, 

(CRRONESY to, be, sympathetic toward 

er states Board of Parole does not request 

























oe, in his decision, Stated the: here i was no, 


direct evidence of parole violation (or DeL Lucia and thatparole agent 
hed nis report trompestucia that money was contributed by guests 














and that ee ee 
o d > m 
— by A DU ae. 10, X dins 
regep OH and t — itself would uld prevent vent relying on t that 
oint on appeal as a asis for parole [e revocation, 
CONCLUSION 
There was delay i diing case in Department, from receipt 


of notification of Judge — 
vance A 





decision.of. September. 9, 1952, (ad= 
oe. acknowledged Sent, emban i, 1952. 
Qu. D was in Criminal 
A E 
responsible for "oversi began. Work, on, memorandum November 
1952, which..was..datedNoxembel.le12b2s 


cto do o otl on AA Murray , 

who accepts OS PODA IDA Lido SO Bex Old CltoOr. General obern who 
didnit.consider his opinion..was..one.which. should haye. been, referred 
TO. Ene, At tor ney Ge. General. 
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ap ie to USA dated November 7, l19b29;.08Y.Deforg eee date 
ovenber Oo doen and, delivered to USA rm CALO, O 

O s usd NE EAE 

approved Y 
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B parole case in Court, this Deine loft to di 
a Aa m f a arole case in LC Ouro, this De eing le to discretion 
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It appears both USA and Department Were on NOVICE... Sto. 
Deluciats claims as to wedding funds which the aet left unchallenged. 


It cannot be stated as a conclusion, however, that tai Ture bo. LoLLow 


through to Verify.or.JISpProve,t ae claim ol.Deluoia goes to the heart 
Qt ne, appeal and its menit. 
nich * 


| P 
to Dr, Killingeno..o. d bao. Wi ch is to .be, done, when. parole 
AT ins left. to the YII AT sube USA. While Colosimo, 
Perole.Qffioer in Chicago. Who no interrogated. . Delucia. claimed, hema 
invesiieationthene is, ~o,undication of. s any. investigation. other. than 
View with Delueia and | there ix. mo. indication Colosimo requested 
pecifics irom Delucia which could be checked. out. 
’ * — Ue NEE EIR HN 


It cannot be LR a de iaibe b heel ari ty has. been 


dexeloned.as regards Department or USA's office in connection with, 


the handling of. NJelucials claim since there are — numerous 
technical a and legal aspects of such a nature char on termination 
as to possible “ir rescuer uies.cQuld be made by Department. 


It woyld certainly seem, however, that, with such a 
notorious character as Delucia 1 invol ived, the-USA and Department 
officials MR "Alert to.-bhe.Dubbose. of. finding ways to 
maintain Un Parole. It would seem to have been advisable 
to request the FB : re the source of wedding funds as one 


step in such eid, 





EO E Er n a Desi as to claim of Delucia, but according 













OBSERVATIONS 
In-exent. Dizeckoneis-nalled. upon, bo make-any ESOS ELONS 


or recommendations, lt.is.. suggested. a. follow-up or tickler system. 


SATIS AO O M Ah C nre RUNDEN ALT —— 


hide. partuenb, bo. Las —— Also 
there should be a requirement ; that ..i.mportant_cases..be_ _broughtnetOn 


attention. or Attorney General. Purthermore, Department's attorneys 






should cease indicated practice of retaining serials for indefinite 


periods and should be required to promptly filo papers and records 
in-cenbcal Ciles e 


1s to possibility. of Ahbonney.Genemal.neguesting Bureau 
to investigate the truth of the Delucia... clans S. Lhat funds were, 
i id byguests.and. not him, it is 1 believed a commitment 
iota ha Seat ae the l je Department before - investigation is 18. 


undertaken that it will take,.p: positive £ action MO M 


M contar 


of..LeTuecia, on. bbc the..bas Sis.of. bh 189. he. f. indi DES. VE the. «investigation. if ARM 
facts Son Justify. 









Ihis position is taken in view of officials in Department 
citing a number of reasons not to appeal in the instant case since 


ly o 









such action would not be feasible in view of legal and judicial 
determinations which have been made. 


Attached is a detailed summary concerning this matter. 


Paper ES A COSI aZ 


There is also attached a memorandum for the Attorney 
LM eee "the results Ol the - vestigation and 


pisand ve commendations Wrrencroprearly arise 
las a result of the e investigation. A GIN ap 
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TO  : Mp, Lada $e DATE: November 19, 1952 
FROM : Mp, — pe 
4 ima rr? — 
SUBJECT: pAUPAÁDELUCIA AP ic 
PAROLE "MATER ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED — 
HEBEN (S UNCLASSIFIED salon Roson 
DES o —— * 
PURPOSE — 





This memorandum is submitted to summarize investigation 
conducted in the captioned matter at the request of the Attorney 
Generals... l l 


(1) as to the delay in and the reasons for not appealing 
from Federal Judge Igoe!s decision, as well as the failure 
to notify the Attorney General as to the action taken in 
the Department of Justice, 


and 


(2) as to the facts surrounding the apparent acceptance 

|! by the United States Attorney in Chicago, Illinois, the 

| Department, probation officers in Chicago, and the United 

| States Board of Parole of the claims of Delucia that guests contri- 
; buted funds for the payment of his daughter's wedding re- 

| ception and not himself. (These claims are of pertinence 

| Since the Parole Board had charged DeLucia with the failure 

| to report these funds as being his own, thus violating his 

| parole), 


Furthermore, this memorandum sets.forth.observations.in 


the event the Director is called upon for an expression of opinion. | 
LEYTE ET MV PRORA ADIOS Sf ELLE MANDO HS SETA A RAIL PRN AIO LEE EI DAR o ATTY EOL GEL ILE ROGER Vc AM nac EP Rc 





The memorandum is broken down into four majon.parts, 
namely that pertaining to the appeal, the wedding reception 


incident, conclusion, and observations. 






> Wate > 


BACKGROUND FE TUM AY 
tia P ap PA 

Paul Delucia and l other defendants were senteüced | | 

to 10 years each and fined $10,000 each on December 31, 1913, 

and the 5 prisoners were paroled on August 13, 19147. The Parole 

Board revoked the parole and 2 of the parolees, Compagna and Gioe, 

instituted habeas corpus proceedings in Atlanta, Georgia. The 

Government eventually lost the case and the Department decided not 

to appeal. Paul Delucia was arrested as a parole violator in Chicago 


C > e” - 
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" 
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| 
APPEAL ASPECT 
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and as & result of habeas corpus proceedings and subsequent pleadings, 
Judge Igoe at Chicago issued judgment to the effect that the parole 
revocation was not justified. The Department decided on November 7, 
1952, not to appeal the decision. This was 1 day before the appeal 
period expired. The Attorney General was not notified, there had 
been a considerable delay in reaching a decision as to whether the 
Government would appeal, and after the decision was reached not to 
appeal a telegram to the U. S. Attorney, Chicago, advising of this: 
decision was dispatched on the evening of November 7, 1952. 


IHE DELAY IN REACHING A DECISION 





Advance copy of Judge Igoe's decision received in Depart- 
ment on August ¢5, 1996 Ire Aaron E. Gottsha an ng e. 288 
in i the Criminal Division, dictated ackioyledenent dated Steptember 35 


1952. On September 25, 1952, the decision of Judge. Lgoe which was 


laos QUe a A Seplenbe 2) 1952, was received with U. S. 









| t leNs 282105. 2DPL2l . No further action until Mr. Mr. "Gottshall 
| roto Parole Board for its views on October 16 - 


1952. and rej reply oO 
d October 21, 1952 DEL 


I Parole ¡Le Me -MY 

952, when the preparation was Birar d oo rana by Mr. Gottshall 
Recommending 228105tAppeal . EN i x : ie : (MEA 
modified. on same, dae by Section C „Chief, ir. _Erdahle 

| befor ABC nik OLE DPE Lambhis memorandum, submitted, to.. and 
approved. by. Me: ssrs. Charles B. Murray, Fred E. Strine and Andrew Fe 
— oí. Criminal Division nd by Messtse Murray Le Schwartz and 
| y LOL Solicitor Gensbal!s office. " 


Mp, em — he had lar QuE —— 




















— E ACH, 


Murray states 
Bien, ASS excusable, that F Gottshall was un- 
Lhh.wosk. Mr. Gottshall sot an 898435520 
i25, 1952. There, Were, no follow-up, docket, 


or log mee eurer tained. bo.cequine proper priority. wand attention 
t othis._typeof, case Ae 


THE PREPARATION OF A TELEGRAM TO THE U. Se ATTORNEY, CHICAGO 


- AfLen the Acting Solicitor General had decided on "No appeal," 
Mr, Gottshell.of Criminal Division prepered, ? the tele sram of November 
195 AVISOS len ROBE a. Chicago, of Solicit COT, > General's c de- 
cision and insinnokingsthai case. closed. This telegram was approved 
fq URI "b.e. Ogbmenn, | Executive | to Mr, Murray. No 
d M ot see 















1952, over Public — Service wire to p piene where iti was re- 
ceived in Public Building Service Teletype Center, Chicago, at 5:38 
P.M., CST, 11/7/52, and the message was delivered to U, S. Attorney, 
Chicago, at 9:02 A.Me, November 10, 1952. 











e? 


| Oshmann cc lered..the.telecram 

oy Am ind SEAL Ve proceduremin. 2disine Ut S eA RARE of. 
MT Steer eee General Murray considers his 
PEE OE OL ua. COn dai nl. ho ADOS iO. ix respons isib jillity 
fo ing —— 







AE e 


MS: ininal Diviel sion. 


FAILURE TO NOTIFY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 





The decision as to whether to appeal the decision of 
Judge Igoe in the Delucia case was not communicated to the 
Attorney General, his views were not solicited, and the oubgoing 
telegram of November 7, 1952, advising the U, S. Attorney, Chicago, 
was not cleared with the Attorney General or his office. The 







previous publicity..ond,,Consressional hearings, about the paroles 

vo Compagna. Clos BENE LC oes DeLuc. Leni ese Og, KON. to. those ho. 
participated in the de | Ea h0m2RPs2l. the D Delucia case. 
Assistent Attorney General of the Criminal Division considers 
the. T A EL ENEE 









al the. a over” 
mine 


19) INV 5 

— — cara ILO area ee eps 
| . WQS Ace EROS NM Mae ev ae, entire matter is mine $ 

and age position in the hicher eschelons of the Department makes 
it his job to notify the Attorney General when important public 
relations considerations are involved in such cases, He could not 
recall that he recognized the case as one of the Compagna group 
of parolees, when he considered the case although he pointed to 
references to the Compagna case in the memorandum, which he 
personally initialede 



















did not call the case to the Attorney. ceneral's attention because 
there seemed re ETECH 30 E So Tap ra he knows nc no. 
Soficitor General, has been directed to clear his decisions, in 
passing on appeal recommendations withthe Attorney General. 

e states if a case seems suffieiently doubtful and of enough 
public importance to cause a Solicitor General to believe that 
the Attorney General should be informed, a case may be discussed 
with the Attorney General, as he has done in other cases. It 

did not occur to him that this case fell within that category. 











BASIS POR DECISION NOT TO APPEAL 


ME e ALL Es Goldsball-necsixed.2. poutius.slin. cou. 
his section chief, My e Robert, BRAN which routing slip was 
attached to a copy of the ber of Judge Igoe, and Mr, Erdahl 








indicated cather „SELENE TAE Non at OE E was. no, 23d LOL. 
an. appeal. de LE DARE Ta RN MAL IR MEMO —— —— Y that. NRO, 
APpenl no taketa which Was conc a SSS. MN C PUN CRANE Y y» 






ew Es simios, ad Brea of the 
E TET EEEF zk bo. Aa eochwapbz, end Robert, L. Stern 
of the Solicitor General's office. 












(1) 


(2) 
(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 
(7) 


(8) 
(9) 


(10) 
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j ited as reasons for their decision 
A ^ IONES ATARI ns PRERE MOI Do cn 
A ARA : 


Judge Underwood in Georgia held there was not sufficient 
evidence of parole violation to justify revoking parole 
in the Compagna-Gioe case. Two of alleged grounds for 
violation in that case are also bases for charge against 
DeLuciae 

Extremely difficult to get an appellate court to reverse 
a district court!s findings of fact. 

Recommendation for no appeal in Compagna-Gioe case had 
been approved by Mr. Gottshall, Mr. Erdahl and 

Mr. McTnerney of Criminal Division, by the Assistant 

U. S. Attorney who tried the case, by Mr. Silverberg 

of Solicitor General's office who argued the case in 

the Supreme Court, by Mr. Stern personally, and by 
Solicitor General Perlman. Mr. DeWolfe of Criminal 
Division favored an appeal. 

Mr. Justice Jackson, during a prior argument of a 

vhase of the Compagna case before Supreme Court, 

said this was a bad case for the Government to 

present as it would likely make: bad parole law. 

In addition to two of the three charges against 

DeLucia being the same as those in Compagna~Gioe 

case, the third specific charge relating to money given 
by guests at DeLucia!s daughter's wedding breakfast and 
reception was referred to by Judge Igoe who stated, "The 
local parole agent &t the time had a complete report from 
petitioner that the money contributed by such guests 

was the property of the newly married couple and not 
income to petitioner." There is nothing in the record 
to show Judge Igoe is wrong. 

The Parole Board advised they had no additional evidence 
upon which a revocation of parole could be based. 
Recommendation against appeal was made by Messrs. Murray, 
Oehmann, Erdahl, and Gottshall of Criminal Division, and 
by Mr. Schwartz of Solicitor General's office and by 

U. S. Attorney's office, Chicago, and by the Parole 
Board, 

Two different district courts found no evidence to 
support revocation in the two similar cases. 

An impartial observer would conclude and the two district 
courts did conclude that Parole Board was induced to revoke 
paroles because of Congressional pressure and had not 
evaluated evidence as objectively &s it would have 
otherwise s 

The Government had previously conceded that petitioners 
had a cause of action if revocation of parole was issued 
arbitrarily without evidence or information on parole 
violatione 
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m 





(11) The four to four decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Compagna case on a procedural point gave no encouragement 
to appeal this cases 

(12) This is a bad case for appeal as it would be likely to 
make bad parole law if taken to an appellate court. 


(See Next Page) 
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Memorandum for Mr. Ladd 


WEDDING RECEPTION ASPECT 


Background. 


When the Attorney General requested. investigation, 
in this matter, he desired that it be ever ind. as to why 


DeLucia's c. claim that fiends an and.g uests pai q the” expenses | of 





e * IRE Ra 
a wedding reception for his. daughter on Saary 2, 18 , 
was accepted hout.veritication.of..o pP investigatlon : “hto the 


NAS COE DCEO Wi vo 

claim... This matter is pertinent in “that the Parole Board had 
utilized as one of the bases for revoking Delucia!s parole the 
fact that he had failed to report his income in a monthly 
report in January, 1918, the funds which he, at the time, was 
alleged to have paid himself in connection with the wedding 
reception. As an answer. DeLucia in turn claimed that the | 
funds were contributed by. gu vests and i friends at the receptione 
This claim appeared to have. | been n accepted W shout investis 
gation, on the part of the Parole. A nem 












In preparation for the, insbitutins of this i investi- 
gation, a review. was, made. "of Our. files. and, de NAS, "determined 


A^ baw - 


that an FRI report dated June 12, 198) was prepared and 


submitted to the U, 5S. Attorney EE rei lects at ; Delucia 
had paid the wedding, re j;ption expenses at the Blackstone — 

Hotel in cash, using money which he EI TEST TROR his pocket. 
This amounted to over $12,000, This investipation™ had” been 
specifically requested by the U. S. Attorney and the Bureau 
had followed the procedure in this case of doing what the 

U. 8. Attorney specifically requested. The U. S, Attorney, 
although familiar with the claim of DeLucia that the funds 
were paid by guests, never requested any supplemental inuestis 
gation to verify oP GLSPEOVG UDS 


AS CODES nene uci gU IMS igabion which bas been 
conducted was extended.  into..the..hand1in8..of.. the, “wedding, 
reception phase by the Us S..Attorney!s office | as Well as. what 
was done by, the "Probation. Officers-in.Ghicago.and what 3 was 


done. Dy Une LU. S... Board. of Parole. 






Ipmnediabtely.herelnafthen,unden.appnoprmlatesoapiionsy, 
is & concise summary of the results of the investigation 
conducted, | | EE UTOR. DX 





Wedding Reception for Daughter of Delucia 


2l. 1918, a wedding reception was held 
for Deluciats daughter al the Blackstone Motero - CDL oAgO, 
— and a bili of $12,321.50 was paid by Debucia who took 
from bis pocket and paid the manager in cash, in $100 pills. 
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Memorandum for Me. Ladd 






m2 est of, Attorney Kerner, Chicago, 
conducted inves il igation of. this,and,.submitted..2eDort,_. dated 
June. 12, 1918. Subsequent, claims were. made by Debucia to 
Probation Officer Colosimo, Chicago, that money, forthe 
POLEA A PEO ded, PY Russa. ANI., friends snd.was not tha 

Delucia and, therefore, did not have to be “reported in 
uS report to Probation Officer. ucia also made such 
claims under oath in connection with affidavits submitted in 
pleadings on his behalf in Habeas Corpus proceedings. The 
Probation Officer at Chicago, accepted statements of Delucia 
and the U. S. Attorney at Chicago never requested supplemental 
investigation of PBI which was conducting investigación on 
basis of specific requests from thé Us S. Attoriéye 


o 
UM SOS OM SE SA ETE CAT GTA NEE RUTAS CAIDA 15.884 


rer a 













Investigation at U, S. Attorney's Office, 
Chicago, Illinois 








x: E 


— lth Uie ~ AOUE ent 
t ina EE — — “pise to. 


3 E cat. v 


Mis Soie rorney Perner siete 









pna EST WES aTe D üdge Igoe 
"Lich consisted of petitions = 
ttorne dE SA RR 
r the wedding rT EA ton 
—— — Rests ant b e 
2 Erin to the effect 
that no supplemental investigatior® “as requested of the FBI 
concerning the source of this money 






and UR 
ene Source oh, i 






















Mi 
The files of the U., S. Att¢@ey's Office contain a 
letter from Us. eta OESTE Se Par 0 UN. DODRT menu in 
Washington dated September 23, 1952, stating, Wien reference 
to the o the wedding reception. inoeider Dis thai ucia had reiterated 
his claim "in the instant case under oae "RSSisSUaht Us Se 
Attorney Lulinski stated this referred to hs in the form 

of affidavits made by DeLucia. 





ct 








The filo also reflects correspondence with the Departe 
ment ma reference to the SEITE PCD lon, incidenbe 
It also reflects that the le letter to onthe Depart ment from U. Sa 
Attorney Kerner dated | September : "239, 1dbos stated une Chicago 


X — PP MEL 








pde oba MOMS — ECCE COEM OTTO ata that. funds, wer 


e 

by guests and Noni odios abe. Li. Nas Kernerts, belief 
l —— 2.8. AAT — ess 3... vhemeatten aba sd 

Perolo Boar Board “hearing he could d support. the charges | made Qin. _the., 


E E O 





a Pramas. 








Memorandum for Mr. Ladd 





parole. Warrant. This letter stated "it is be 

— is da clings and that if the Parole Board — parole 
the Parolee in this case would no doubt, be discharged upon the 
Writ of Habeas Corpus, after inquiry is made with respect to 
the evidence needed to support such revocation.' 






A A e AM EES telephonically 
contacted Mr. Epdahl.in ell MAD dd Mon ONO Lene. esee. ADE 9 
inquiring as to w heathen ana eal was to be taken from Judge, 
Tgoe's decision in this. CASS. Ñ 





Investigation at U. S. Probation Office 
Chicago, Illinois 


The file on the Delucia matter at the Probation 


OÍ — o Colosimo, who handled this, case 


"Einen? period, DESEN LS We dr De Luo I Ben MeL y 
SEDO DASA Boba tion, E — — 







wedding fron his.oNn, funds, and claimed, to, m A lisbof 

c ontributors who were | guests at at. ihe the ‘reception. A penciled 
note in the file con: concerning ne this interview states DeLucia "has 
a record of all monies contributed and names and addresses of 
guesSts.......1f a showdown witnesses are willing to testify." 


Joseph G. Colosimo, original Probation Officenr,ton 


AA Feu v leue y E X Ree 


DeLucia, stated he conducted. Anvestig ation. As NON "the source of 
at 


gm A ab P p er 


mone joney received and bha envio E d DeLucià who, satisfied 
him and Fisher as to the source of e ney. a achually saw, 


"OP A 


receipes S made Out. in une name of Ate. .ponzio ios. £room!s, Lather e 





Ay ni 


: Hs adse-aLLeges ly SAN a list of ail, guests.. and amounts 


itpibuted.Dyeeache. He stated be never discussed, ‘the weddin 
a ronca zur OL — VOLNE Y, 
except in caspal consersation. He was never asked to conduct 
investigation into the wedding incident by. anyone and was 
satisfied no violation of parole resulted from the Wedding 
reception. He made no report, nor deemed it necessary to the 
Parole Board, Washington, or to the U. S. Attorney, feeling no 
responsibility to report to the U., S. Attorney. 





Chaples, leat S NOOO Ca et EO BEAD s ORT 
Chis3801 LOCO CES mL LLAS — — 


Celos imo, but ec al ls. no. list ‘ of. “contributors. or itemized list c of 
expenditures submitted to, Un “the. e. Proba; TON. OLÉLCS ata .hicAgo b y 
DeLucia. tHe does O woe ee Colosimo ever obtained such 
information. Fisher states he is certain his office did not 
transmit such information to the U. S. Attorney at Chicago or 
any other Federal agency and the U. S. Attorney at Chicago did 


not request any inquiry. 





o? 





Memorandum for Mr. Ladd 


Ll 


Investigation at U. S. Board of Parole, 


Washington, D. C. 









The file concerni. a MS Located. under the 
control and custody c of James Bennett, Director, Bureau of 


Prisons. Recent corre spondence therein reflects a memorandum 
to. Parole Board head Dr. Killinger from Assistant — 


General “Gharles be..MUPraynd. urpay dated. October e o Wh witch 
Sunna ized. 2 Leon. Come. o: Chicago Gated, 


September 23,1952, advising th rincipal concern "centered 


around the Parole Board CR — violàted 
paolo. condibions.Hirough failure to. report wedding reception 
enses. “but that this alleged violation à is. disposed of by 
the finding of Judge lgoe that Delucla had acquainted bc. 
Proba tion 0d oen. ra Ot Sn OL the matter ang his report 
had been : ae pun Ende that no. 0. eX idence.. was. produced. by she, 
Government,.t he, funds, expended, belonged . to Debucia. A 
letter — Da 21, 1952 to. ME. MUERA RO Dess dIidainger 
states the Delucia case was carefully reviewed by a ma pu 
of the Board and "We agree that we dO evi 















sufficient and necessary o sustain a subsequent re 

of parole should a Hapcas Uorpu US proceeding, J S. 

The only new allegation in this particular case as “compared 
to the Compagna-Gioe case ne expend tures incurred in 
onnection with Delucials 


We qe Det thet — an appeal should. D be taken from 
udge lIcoe!s order in this cage, 
A review of the file failed to disclose that any 


investigation was requested by the Parole Board concerning 
DeLucia's claims regarding the wedding expenses. 












Dr. George Cs Killinger, Chairman, U. S. Board of 


Parole, state Dey lo Medal a. 0886, and worked elo 

in connection henner and 
Michael Horan, Department of Justice Attorney. He stated he 
talked with probation officer Colosimo concerning the wedding 
reception and 14 was Lol Cols mo OORT SCREENS S. 
De bat Colosim arded the recept ON A. Sdn opma.l 
Italian custom. He felt OY | 
toward Delucia. He said he felt at. the tim the 









euüire parole SIS — Dr, Killinger stated he, 


igaijonconcerning bhé wedding reception. 
ept ihat conducted PJN e EBL. and. 18, nad never received any 


| “Fist, Golosimo.concerning it. "He heard, however, 
that Delucia submitted an affidavit at the Habeas Corpus 


proceeding concerning the wedding reception, 





xx 
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o? 
. Ladd : 


Dr. Killinger stated the Boardof Parole does not 


re eques st t in wesbhigabion as, pelea E St bof. mat: Lens Pre resent ped an 
|) tomas, He sci to the discretion of the particular 


. Memorandum for 


> 





á X. He said he is not a lawyer and is not iH à 
position to say whetner there is sufficient evidence to sustain 
revocation of parole and x j 





T7 
e 





Opinion of Federal Judge lgoe 
September 9, 1952 













JULIET Li LAS TOGA dS Stipulation 
f General, DISPO September. | eis I pi DOE toon settin forth 1 five 
rez — ERU IE Eod parole 1101210 ONS... Snes among whi ol is. one. — 
pertaining to the wedding, rece reception | incidente "With Tegard to 
this, Judge igoe stated the loca Parole Agent had a complete 


report from DeLucia that the money was contributed by guests 
and the report was accepted by parole authorities and there 
was no evidence to establish that the funds belonged to DeLucia 
and should have been reported as income by him. 


Judge Igoe stated there was no direct, evidence of a 
parole violation and ul E the i basis of both warrants were 
conclusions arrived.at, by. Board, of. Parole trol. inferences and 
SUSPICION. em and [such were insufficient i to “support “a Warrant 

r.parole.violatio He discharged 1 DeLucia to the custody 
oe the Attorney General under the supervision of the Board of 
Parole. The memorandum reflects the parties to the case 
stipulated as to the evidence considered by the court. 








General Robert L. Stern on 

ETA evidence we was introduced by 
ment in the proceeding before Judge Igoe with === 

reference to, the wedding reception, mM. and that irt iby Re 


SUCCI put rus 
TN Doinb.on, appeal as a basis for 


November 18 


3, X 












parole revocation. 


Conclusion 


l. There. as doelzr * handling case in Department from 
receipt,of notification. eo S.declslion n of, september. gy 4.952, 





‘(advance copy received rure $E 952, acknowledged September 3, 
1952. USA's notice received September 25, ge po Delay was in 
Criminal Division and Dy A e ee Shas who claims heavy VO Time | of 
work responsible for ONSESTEHU T Besan work on memorandum 
¡November ls. 1922, which was dated November 









AUGE Das adeste S 






General not notified of action by AAG Murray, 
who accepts responsibility, ting Solicit F Generar stern e 
who didn!t consider his opinion was one whic Ould have been 
referred .to the Attorney General, 
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— — who prepared it, and by erem eiii M 
Assistant to Murray, who approved it. 


4. It is inescapable that both the U. S. Attorney and 
the Department were on notice that Delucia. E that “these 
funds were, contributed. Dy.Buests.and friends whoa: attended the 
wedding. .receptions However, his claims, asfar as the Department 
and the U. S. Attorney at Chicago are concerned, were left, 
unchallenged although, Us Se A borne. ltexnex. claims, he, intended 


to. crosSzexamine, DeLucia,onthis.matter,althoush, he. ASTER had. the 
ARRARIR AA rsa- 






It cannot be stated as a conclusion that the failure to 
follow through, to "verify, Or, disprove the claim of De Lucia BOSS 
to the heart. of thea s appeal Land its. merits... "Us have been = advised 
y Acting Solicitor. í General iter that no evidence was ever 
“or à by vhe.Goyernment in connection with the claim of 
DebLucia,. which fact precluded the use of the point as a basis for 
an appeal from Judge Igoe'ts decision. It is to be noted that 
Judge Igoe's decision was based,upon.facts, evidence, and in- 


cormabion. which wee.-stipulatedubo-bobh.parbled- to Ote" “case ¿ma 
no. oral testimony.wascbaken. However, it has been determined” 











in the investigation conducted in the Department by Mr. Clegg as 
to the handling of the appeal that there were a large number of 
reasons, many of which are based upon technical and legal 
determinations, 







5, t would certainly seem however that with such a 
ELT notorious character as DeLucia involve 








Deli NE USA and. Department 
officials should jfficials should have been es Alen E Vp purpose P Minds ways to 
L$20L.8 


DARAN 


Er step in — “DULPOSC. 
6, With regard to. the U. 9. Board of Parole, while 


no report was ever submitted by Probation Officer Colosimo to 


the Board on this particular matter, = appears clear that Dr. 
— * had been 


| | put on notice, at least informally, sometime 
during S. He requested no investi; gation. He did claim 1, however, 
i Aban to be done. > is. detk — 
_Attorney and in this 
Attorney Kerner. He 


al.opinion.of.N Mre Gottshall 













to, the — 2 E the particular U. S. 
case he had left it to be handlec by U. 
also stated he had to rely upon the leg 







in the Department and Q 1e SC Linger, Maso. ade 
attorney. Dr. Killin er did however, |! see fit to remove Colosime 
ag the. Probat iono Aandlling.tbhe NeLucia matter 2n. grounds that 


Colosimo, in his, opinion, ,was,.too,.lax.. and lenient. 


Fike aaa 

















 Memorendum for Mr. Badd 


Teo With regard to the action of the Parole 
Officer in Chicago, specifically regarding the claim of 
DeLucia,,.colosimo,, who interrogated Delucia,aboub. t this matter, 
claims to have made an “investigation. However, there is no 
ecord 03 ation othe 








r er than the interview with 
Debug fe mere re Aine inâleatton. nas. (s onines — 





showe 6 pa Gheredi ter checked sach Gut. he was — to have 
them act as witnesses, if necessary. 


It would appear that, to. 00.2. bbhonough, job. as..8 
Probation, Officen.bLhab.clAims,.made, by..8. parole — 
DeLucia,should be carefully checked. 


WERE LA 





8. With regard to the FBI, A ac CUT upon eee specific 
request ofthe UT S. Attorney and. We did, con a AVESE LEAL OY 
which developed the fact that Delia ucia paid, the 
money from Bis dun pocket st the bime-ofihe.wadding reception. 
This information was supplied to Kerner who never saw fit to 
request additional investigation and, in fact, stated he purposely 
refrained from asking for additional investigation of the 


FBI since he wanted to cross-examine Dehucia under oath and 
—— to catch him in a lie, thus giving rise to a Perjury 








violation. He felt an PBT investigation might tip his hand 
in his strategy. 





| 1 n unis phase of the 

; el th er as regards_t khe Tenarimani one Ehe —— — S 
Offices or as regards Parole Board « officials. The numerous 
| technical and legal aspects of the “parole revocation 

| proceedings and the. Habeas, Corpus, proeeedings»brougshb 

| thereafter are believed to be of such a nature that only a, 
termination as to. ) & possible irregularit 


E the Department. 


Whether there has been an irregularity on the part 
of Parole Board officials in apparently accepting DeLucia!s 
claim without investigation cannot be stated since, according 
to Dr. Killinger, Chairman of the U. S. Board of Parole, 
Probation Officers have great trust placed upon them and are 
permitted considerable freedom of judgment in their Tar 
of parolees., He Sate d iab bRORAEA ON OLLI cer TRU ORAE ht unden- 

on his own initiakive and Bn mit a 

report. or. feeling ih 8t. he, hec n not, developed pertinent 
inbormationwuri Leo». ODO 
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Memorandum for Mr. Ladd 
| OBSERVATIONS 


In the event the Di S ME TV EC PU Par 
any SusgesLions.on.cecomnendationsj«thbetollowiin is..supmitied. 
Tt is sugzestedi. 


(a) That a follow-up or tickler system be 
adopted in the Department so that there will be a 
means of following up the handling of cases or 

matters pending, and that there be also a follow- 


up system on the Section Chief level. 


(b) Either the Sec Lon Chief or ine. Divisio 
leads in the Depaxtment should have a. OWD 
record of assignments. 





(c) There should be some specific instructions 
the remiremeer di ch in language which would cover 
TII. T LATE other — 

— | E * 











The foregoi De le 
conducted by Mr, Clegg in the Department wherein numerous 
delays were found and also material was found out of file for 
a considerable length of time. 


* xk ck 


With regard to the possibility of a request from 
the Attorney General that the Bureau investigate the truth 
of DeLucia's claim that t the. funds were, paid, by. guests, it 
is recommended that the Bureau take this position: 





There should be a decision made at the: outset by the 
at, cuba... he Depazimeni, will take ike positive action 10 an 
"rmm to revoke the parole. of DeLucia on. the pasis. of the, 


findings in.our investiga tion, if the facts so. Justify. 







re 
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Memorandum for Mr. Iadd 


yen though we might possibly find that. DeLuecis&.. 


WAA PAs s Rari AEN 


ned dig d. tac fpsten dr the money, ang not the guests, 


— e uen mS EISE A gal 


nent al he. > outset. should. arrive at a, Legal. 


ATP GE 


arole.canebesnexoked. based, upon, the 


PO + EEES 


UT 





— Lio. OL the, opinion. on. Lhe. 
part_of officials in the D epartment t that ban appeal oro 


renewal of revocation proce eedings 18 not. Eeasible Ln yiew.os 
judicial determinations which haye been made, by, the, Supreme 
Court and the decisions. of.Iudge..Igog. 

ACTION 


There is atiached hereto a memorandum to the Attorney 


General submitting bthe.nesulhs.ot.the. investi ation requested 
and supplying im with observations,.and e On ons” “WALCA 


— arise as a result of the Anvestiget ion.” He zr teine 








MAS IRA nr IA nb ERa 


advise at no additional “investigation is | being conducted by 


S LBS Ph 1 SRE 


the Bureau in Snc. absence, oT. a 2, request from him, 


ARIAS RE aH 
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LOUIS CAMPAGNA, PAUL DE LUCIA, WA», pau Ricca, CHARLES 
ty 
BIRBERY, PAROLE VIOLATORS, RERPT OF SA WALTER W. TROY DATED Laon 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 


60 DEC 16 1952 





Friday, November 28, 1952 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Attorney Generel James P. McGranery announced today that he had — 


ordered that a petition be filed in the U.. 84 Digirict Courts. Brooklyn, 
M E 


New York, seeking cance cancellation of of the naturalization of An Anthony R Ricci, —— a d «| 


ES A ANA Ia Mud 


Gobel, _of Brooklyn». “y 


It was expected that the pet tition, based on en investi gation con- e». 


ducted by the Federal Bureau of. gation and the Immigration and 


EZIFAA 


generally known as To 








Naturalization Service, will be filed by U. 8. Attorney Frank de Parker 
— ——— C E S A, 


TA. a 


ucc c 


some time Monday. 


The petition will be besed on charges that Ricci received his 
naturalizétion after making fraudulent representations as to his place 
of residence and ag to his activities. He denied specifically in his 
naturalization proceedings that he had been engaged in gambling activi- 
ties during the five-year period prior to naturalization. 

Ricci, reportedly born in Italy January 1, 1693, came to New York 
when about five years old. He was naturalized November 20, 1944, in 
Brooklyn. | 


nocet has been described as a former partner of Cherles "Lucky" 





Ad e a ay 


Luciano o, and & close associate of. racketeers in the gast and Middle West, 


He was. among those questioned at length bythe IY * rime Investigating 
Committee. NOT RECORDED 


12 DEC 8 1952 
The petition involving Ricci will be the ninth filed, in. Mr. McGranery's 
A — — ů XC jas on ^ : 





program of denaturalizing and deporting undesirables who have beep engaged 
TT TL TT PME TSR TT V e T TTD T. : JR - AE. y f 
" wW l Y FÁ j si 

in racketeering and other criminal activities. | NS 


ALL INFCRSA. HOS CUNTAINED Ul di 


HEREIN (S Ui GO 
name loja bac oda) 
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FOR RELEASE IN AFTEM@BON PAPERS OF 
SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1952 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Attorney Generel James P. McGranery announced today thet he had 





ordered a completely new investigation of the paroles pf. Pay) Ricca and 


SAA 


two other former Chicago gangsters, whos? parcles heve been e metter of 





various charges, including rumors of bribery. 


The Attorney General recently had ordered an invegtigation.by. he 


ETE 


— riu dee AC RR m den =. Tews — 


Federal Bureau of Investigation to determine why a decision was made within | 


AL uc Ea xd eta ETNE A E MERLO amat US$: Break at Le 


the Department of Justice. not to appeal a chicago. Federal. Conrt deci 








holding that the Government had no right to revoke the parole of Ricca. 


—— i TOUR TE SCTE TT I. 


Eom 






He was particularly interested in why this decision was transmitted on the 
eve of the deadline for filing a notice of appeal without final clearance 
with the top policy group of the Department, | 


e have the FBI report which indicates to this Attorney General t that 


For iet v9 2€ A cere een ah A AT wd rao er co pate vd aX 


the whole matter should be fully investigated," Mr. MeGranery, Baid. | "We have 








yu VT 


decided to reopen the entire case -- even at this late date." 








He directed Director J - Edgar H Hoover of the FBI to begin & new 


Me! oes LES 


investigation immediately. 





Involved are the paroles of Ricca, Louis Compagna and Charles Gioe. 
They were among five sentenced to ten years" imprisonment and fined $10,000 
each December 31, 1943, in the U. S. District Court in New York after con- 
viction under the anti-racketeering statute, They began serving their 
sentences March 8, 1944, and were released by unanimous decision of the 
U. 8. Parole Board August 13, 1947, after serving slightly more than a month 
beyond one-third of their sentences. The allegations of bribery were made 


in 1947 end concerned the paroles of Ricca, Compagna, and Gioe, as well as 














Philip Louis D'Andrea, now acad NeUlbipers &itisized the felease, and 
a Housé Committee investigated the matter beginning la Septeiiber 1917 
through June 1948, 

Warrants charging parole violations to Ricéa, Compagna and Gioe were 
issued in July 1918, Compagna and Gioe were taken immediately to Atlanta 
Penitentlary, but in subsequent court proceedings won their release on 
writs of hdbeas corpus, Ricca began his habeas corpus proceedings before 
he could be palóved from Chicago, and finally Judge Michael L, Igoe of the 
Ue S, District Court iu Chicago ruled September 9, 1952, that the Government 
had no right to revoke his parole as the evidence before him showed no 
violation, 

The Government had until November 8 to file a notice of appeal, It was 
on the preceding day, November 7, that a message was sent by Wire to the 
U, 8, Attorney in Chicago that the Department had decided not to appeal 
Judge Igoe's decision. 


P5 — — lining , Er. McGranery said, showed that there had pon 


PTE LE DEL AF TRISTE IIS EL RENO TNE ER VE OESE RITENA RONIE AELE ERIRE 





undue delay ena. overs ight in the Criminal Division, where one abtorney, 





Aarou Ba cottshall E vi irtuelly 8 set on the matter from September 9 until, 





November 7. Mr, Gottslall contended that he had a lavge volume of work 





and inadequate assistance, Though holding that Mr. Gottshall uiloubtedly 
had a large volume of work, Assistant Attorney General Charles B, Murray 
said the delay was avoidable and not excusable, | 

The investigation showed that on November 4 U, S, Attorney Otto Kerner 
of Chicago inquired both by wire ‘and telephone as to the status of the cabe, 


Thereafter on that day, Gottshall drafted a memorandum recommending against 


appeal, However, the investigution showed that this was not typed until 








t 





November 6 ; When it was reviewed by Robert S. Erdahl 8. of the Appellste 
Section of the Criminal Division, This memorandum finally vas dated Novem- 
ber 7, and thereafter went through these hands: 

Fred E, Strine, Chief of the Administrative Regulations Section, Crim- 
inal Division; Andrew F, Oehmann, Executive Assistant to Ver, Murray; Murv&y Le 
Schwartz, Special Assistant to the Attorney General assigned to the Solicitor 
General's office; and Acting Solicitor General Robert L, Stern, who approved 
the "no appeal" decision of the Criminal Division, | 

Mr, Oehmann received it about 10:00 or 10:30 A.M., aná held it until 
Mr. Murray returned from e conference betweon 12:30 P,M, and 1:00 PoM, 

Mr. Schwartz received it shortly after 3:00 PM., and Mr, Stern sent the final 
decision back to Mrs Gottshall some time after 4230 PM. 

Mr, Gottshall theresfter — a EE to Miro — in ——— ana 


signed it "Charles Bo Murray." Tt was Ed by Mre Debnonn for Mr, NES 








in & routine manner , inasmuch as Mr, Murray already had approved the "no 
appeal" decision, 


AM, who l pas sed upon the decision, not.to.,appeal.had concluded, that..the 


Jha TE ante". 





case was similar to that of Cioe and Compagna in which the courts | had held 
rb te T Op ERA S OR S aa ERES; 


SIS ct nx et i EEG E SEERA BESSON are GRADES SS SADR PN HO RR Xr Soe IE Din 41 





against the Government, including a four to four decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Compagna case, 


It vas agreed by those interviewed during the investigation * that the 


hus Send CAP Re CY rs as BEATER RI EE AO E AR CE iain! OR ESSI ETT A RSS 


¡ela E Dor CHEERS the — ES the Buen of de A, before 





final action ves a, most serious — The Attorney General has said 


ROTTS OD DR A —— vis m PC GUN, 





that because na the vide public ulla in the case, he would have ordered 
an appeal, 
There has been no regulation requiring that matters of this nature be 


brought to the attention of the Attorney General. However, it has been 


-3- 





customary to do so and has been expected by the Attorney General in any 
matter in which the public interest was wide, 


On thé basis of the recommendations oF Mra Hoover, as approved l by the 


cs a s a OPTIME DUI RR Lal 


Attorney General, these steps are being take taken: 


—— 





1, A follow-up system, whereby cases will be given proper priority 
and attention, is being established in the Criminal Division. 

A preliminary report of the management engineering firm presently 
studying the Department of Justice made a like recommendation, 
Establishment of the system is already under way and should avoid 
not only delays such as existed in this case, but also assure 
proper clearance at the top policy Level, 

2. New reguletions will require that the Attorney General be notified 
by the Criminal Division, the Solicitor General's office, as well as 
other Divisions and offices of the Department, of all proposed | 
decisions in matters of wide public interest, 

32 All documents pertinent to a particular case must be maintained 
in the case file. Instructions requiring this were issued, because 
the FBI investigation disclosed that the Ricca flle was not up to 
date and papers belonging in it, although received and stamped in 
1950 and 1951, did not reach the file until 1952, These documents 
had been kept in en attorney's desk, and lt was pointed out that 
lt would be difficult for another official of the Department, 


interested in ascertaining the status of the case, to do so without 


having all pertinent data before him, 
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Assistant Attorney General, Tax | 
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STANDARD FORM | NO, 64 


i Office Memo ndum * UNITED Mus GOVERNMENT 


TO : Mr, Ladd 9" DATE: December 10, 1952 


FROM : Mr. db 


ALL UA CONTAINED 


SUBJECT: . LOUIS-COMPAGNA, Was. , et al HE! — ss MED 
BRIBERY DATES 40. ¿3 AS 
S PAROLE MATTER 


FALSELY CLAIMING CITIZENSHIP P, 


e a 
SYNOPSIS: E RA? A We mr 


Investigation..to, date by the Detroit, Indianapolis, 
Washington Field, New York, and Chicago offices has devel oped 
no evidence of bribery, or, a violation of parole on the pert of. 
above, subjects. Residences, "employments, parole board records | 
in Washington and Chicago, law enforcement sources, together wi - 
individuals acquainted with and attendant at the wedding reception -/ 
were covered. Immigration. and Naturalization Service, Chicago, i 
Merl Pape qr par ea COharles*Gloe.was born in Italy and 

thathis recorded birth in Chicago, linois, records . is. a a. “false 
entry, 







Tes Migne lon is is continuing, to locate and interview, Gerald D/D 
Covelli and Willi llisio:to ascertain facts concerning an $80,000 
loan made to 1 made to. LEW LL ORONO C — — bo his. — Hugo "Bennett | 


ucia s 
who was connected W TEE P 















ected $ ) which was t Eo secu parole of subjects; 
and to obtain. evidence. of in "incidents — “Gharies ¿G1os. falsely claimed 
citizenship, : 


j 
Bernard Allen, free-lance writer who testified before Chelf Me 
Committee that $750,000 paid to effect parole of subjects of which | 
one-third paid tó former Attorney General Tom Clark, refused. Lo reveal | 
sources or details on which alle gation based. fes pon TS Subm ctc 7 
chars Dv WARDRD To Depto : ES 
PURPOS 





To advise concerning status to date of the investigation in 
the above-captioned matter, RECORDED . 9 


DETAILS: caus dl Ih 


Results of Investigation to — 


The Chicago Office submitted a — à dated December 3, 1952, 
which set. forth informatión-as to the activities and conduct of the 
above subjects since their parole as obtained from the U. S, Probation 
Office, their various employments,' neighborhood, investigations and 
OS of the subjects. The detatilá ido the reception 


De 


Se 


WRH: rte + n" 
Su DEC 19 (dd 


M: 











A 
EM £L * 
E i j * e 
e Es 
.? v 4 . 


arranged by De Lucia at the time of his daughter's marriage were obe 
tained and reflected that money was given by the various guests 
attending the reception to the bride and gróom and that this money 
was used to defray the expenses thereof, 


In addition, contact was had with law enforcement agencies in 
Chicago and in the areas covering the location of their farms outside 
of Chicago, as well as with representatives of the Internal Revenue 
Bureau in Chicago and no_informatio eveloped indicating any 
violation of their parole, or, that, they.bave.been..associated with 













a at et a 





wilteago District 











z pears Set SE at gn RPM n t 
of, them ee LU, Se, NEUUTUIIZUUVIUIL.SUPVYIUO, advised.he had no 
information bearing upon the subjects parole or bribery but. that 





| NaS OMS URREA NE. ae ics a 


his office Hed “condiictsds very active and Intensive Investigation |. 
concerning whether Charles Gioe is an Anerican citizen or an alien. " 








They developed information. that therew BSE nC DLLY din, comection 
with Gloe's birth records in Chicago, Illinois, and that they have 








a valid birth certificate obtained from It ing Gioe!s 
birth on March 9, 1907, at Palermo, Italy. requested 
that this information remai dential as ne fe at if it be» 


- Lii AA UL ian. cont. as 
came known that investigation had established Gioe!s alien status, it 
may )eopardize, their. pending case. to endeavor to deport him. 


in sworn statement advisd Lo. 


William Thomas Novak tolal___|he and 8 or 9 other persons had to 

raise $50,000 to secure paroles for subjects and named three indivi- 
duals who contributed and who are believed to be identical with Anthony 
Accardo, Francis Jerome Curry and Willie Heeney racketeers and horse 
book operators in Chicago and Joliet, Illinois. 





Bernard Allen, freelance writer, New York City, advised Chelf 
Committee in June, 1952, that he hadinformation from confidential 
informant that $750,000 was paid to effect the parole of subjects 
and that one-third of this sum was received by Tom Clark, former 
Attorney General. At this time and again in October, 1952, Allen re- 
fused to furnish details or identity of informants to support allega- 
tions. Allen interviewed by Bureau agents in New York December 5, 
refused to devulge sources of information, 


OUTSTANDING INVESTIGATION: 


The Chicago Office is continuing to make additional interviews 
of individuals attending the wedding reception to further develop 
c ances surroundin é collection of funds and payment for 
that. affair. They are 
vig PALA S 





continuing their efforts to locate and inter- 

i A EE E — 
Lew Gerald Covel iN ANE llissilo who are reported to have 
information concerning the identity of one Jimmy Ryan, 
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W is the a — ¿E Leaven- 
worth Penibentiary, who — Paro —— — — — 


= 
^ a [E f£ ata Li a - ar Fig ) 





| " EN Sub Js E 
2e Luo 8. bp 


was shown photographs of several 
prisoners ay aE Penitentiary named Jimmy Ryan, but unable 
notify anyAas,.identical with..the abovesmentioned Ryan. He 
Diok.Han.. eee Terme Pa PH TDITOTYNEQ in Tdentifica- 
tion Bureau of.l Say 'enworth, Penitentiary. who furnished . him the 
photograph,.of Jimmy Ryan. Inves stigation continuing to identify and 


interview Hanlon. 


The Chicago Office has been directed to obtain. tbe details 
concerning loans.made..by..Hugo.. Bennett, auditor for the Sportsmen 



















à 


— am oy te 


Park Hace Track, to De Lucia in the Sum.of, $80,000 since the parole, 
and to determine whether this transaction was properly “reported to 


the parole office by De Lucia. 
o Office was instructed December 9, 1952, to.obtain 


DI SERT s aes 


Tes Gioeis claiming to be an American citizen. | 


Ihe Ohicag presently attempting to verify the DTD 
gation they] m o 
ged. to | ! y which was use 


to obtain the — of the he above "subjects. Tt is noted that 








The Chicas 
of ( 






Mrs. Novak denied ed knowledge ige of : identity of any Government offi- 
cial who was to be paid ell or any part of the $50,000. 








ELLIE TRE zs TRAE RE do IR 2» ¡len and cit je rl 
Icom: he refuses "Po revea ity of his informants. _ 
ACTION: 






Copies = the reports from Detroit, Indianapolis, Washington 
DICO und New York have been furnished to the Attorney 
General and to Assistant Attorney General Murray under ‘cover letter 
dated December 9, 195%) This investigation is being given 
continuous supervision and the SACts involved are being instructed 
to give the matter their personal attention. 
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CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
DECEMBER 6, 1952 


AL INFORMO TON 6 CONTARSE D / P | 

HEREIN [S i WhriASshED E ¿ fiom > | 

DATE Y [i0 wigs” AY. Ld SOx OO : VY 2 | gA 
>) gii | T 


SAC, KANSAS CITY URGENT 


— , VAS. ET AL, BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTER, REREPS 
SA WILLIAM P. POOLE, SAN FRANCISCO, OCT. SEVENTEEN AND JUNE 
TWENTYTHREE, FIFTYONE, AND REP SA WILLIAM M. HAWKINS, KO, — 
MOV. TVENTY, FIFTYONE, FOLLOWING TELETYPE RECEIVED! FROM 

SAN FRANCISCO TO BUREAU AND CG DEC. FIVE LAST QUOTE 
PHOTOGRAPHS OF PRISONERS AT LEAVENVORTH PENITENTIARY NAMED 
| Js SUPPLIED BY THE KC OFFICE ARE IDENTICAL WITH 
THE PHOTO OF JIMMY RYAN THAT HE HELPED SMUGGLE OUT OF 
LEAVENWORTH ON BEHALF OF RICCA. HE INDICATES PHOTCGRAPH OF 
pd 
IS A LIKENESS BUT DOES NOT BELIIVE HE IS IDENTICAL. [| 
ADVISED THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WAS WORKING AS A TRUSTEH IN | 
IDENTIFICATION BUREAU, LZAVENVORTH AND WHO OBTAINED THE 
PHOTOGRAPHS FOR HIM FROM THE IDENT BUREAU HAD NICKNAME OF 


yh » 
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ui bi. 
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PAGE TWO 


| | 
PADDLEFOOT AND HIS CORRECT NAME IS DICK HANLON OR DICK NOWLAN. 
THIS INDIVIDUAL WAS A CONFIDENCE MAN DOING TIME AS À RESULT 
OF CONVICTION ON A CONFIDENCE GAME IN ST. LOUIS AREA. 

[| [DOES wor BELIEVE THAT PADDLEFOOT KNOWS PHOTOGRAPHS 
WERE MEANT FOR RICCÁ. REPORT BEING SUBMITTED AMSD }ECEMBER 
EIGHT NEXT. IT IS BEING LEFT TO THE DISCRETION OF THE CHICAGO 

| OFFICE AS TO WHETHER OR NOT INVESTIGATION SHOULD BE CONDUCTED 

| AT LEAVENWORTH TO IDENTIFY AND LOCATE PADDLEFOOT FO INTERVIEW. 

| UNQUOTE. KANSAS CITY REQUESTED TO CONTACT OFFICIALS U.S. - 
PENITENTIARY, LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS, TO DETERMINE IDENTITY OF — 

PADDLEFOOT, WITH BACKGROUND HISTORY,AND SUTEL LEAD YO INTERVIEW 
HIM RE REMOVAL OF PHOTO AND NEGATIVE DESCRIBED IN RÜREPS. ALSO 
ASCERTAIN IF PRISON OFFICIALS HAVE METHOD OF DETERMINING IF 
PHOTOS OR NEGATIVES ARE REMOVED FROM FILES VITHOUT PROPER 

AUTHORITY. NOTE REREP SF JUNE TWENTYTHREE, FIFTYONÉ, REFLECTS 

| — [eLAIMS HE SECURED NEGATIVE OF| | AND PHOTO 
OF UNIDENTIFIED INMATE FROM CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA, SERVING THREE - 

YEAR TERM AND ALLEGEDLY PAROLED AROUND MAY, FORTYSEVEN. KANSAS 

CITY SHOULD EXPLORE ALL POSSIBILITIES OF IDENTIFYING THIS INMATE 

FROM CEDAR BAPIDS. ALSO OBTAIN PHYSICAL DESCRIPTIONS, PERSONAL 








PAGE THREE 


HISTORY AND BACKGROUND DATA, VIOLATION FOR WHICH INCARCERATED 
AND DATE OF RELEASE OF SEVEN INDIVIDUALS IDENTIFIEL WITH NAME 
OF JIMMY RYAN AS SHOWN IN REREP KANSAS CITY NOY. TWENTY, | 
FIFTYONE. SUAIRTEL SUMMARY RESULTS TO CHICAGO AND BAN 
FRANCISCO AND SUREP PROMPTLY. BUREAU INSTRUCTS THIS CASE 
RECEIVE TOP PRIORITY AND DESIRES JIMMY RYAN BP IDENTIFIED 
IF POSSIBLE, | 


MALONE 
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cDLRECTOR, FBI URGENT i 


j d a 
Lourd/danracns, WAS, ET AL BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTER. — A 
— — Sei ! 


eaten 





DEC. FIVE, LAST AND REP SA Re Je DRISCOLL, CHICAGO, DEC. THREE. LAST. 
FILES OF SUBJECTS GIOE AND DE LUCIA AT CG PROBATION OFFICE 

PHYSICALLY EXAMINED THROUGH PROBATION OFFICER JEROME CONDON, | 
HOWEVER, CHIEF PROBATION OFFICER BEN MEEKER AND ASST. JOHN J. | XS 
COLLINS NOU. TAKE POSITION. N_THAT_PORTIONS-THESE, FILES. ARE HIGHLY WA 
CONFIDENTIAL, REFFERING PRINCIPALLY TO PROBATION OFFICERS QUOTE y 





RUNNING MEMORANDA UNQUOTE THEREIN. MEEKER AND COLLINS OFFERED [Was S | 
j A pm, s he m E Se — } 
| TO ANSWER SPECIFIC QUESTIONS BY AGENTS EE CONTENTS OF FILES 
| BUT DECLINED TO GRANT COMPLETE ACCESS THERETO. IT IS NOT KNOWN- 
WHETHER MEEKER AND CO LINS ARE AWARE THAT CONDON PERMITTED AGENTS 
TO REVIEW DE LUCIA AND GIOE FILES. MEEKER FURNISHED COPIES V 
> Pas. 
OF ALL MONTHLY REPORTS BY SUBJECTS FOR EXAMINATION AND g 
ANALYSIS, MEEKER STATED HE_ TRIED WITHOUT SUCCESS TO PHONE 


DR, KILLINGER OF PAROLE BOARD TODAY s THESE FILES. pO 


d $ E — TEE — — 








REQUESTED TO OBTAIN CLEARANCE FOR “ACCESS TO ALL —À CG | 

PROBATION OFFICE, IF POSSIBLE "Hn. me v] dy 
PROBATION OFFICE, TP RECORDED -18 +" 232? 

MALONE y PEC id Bites | 


g-20 PM OK uii WA xl 


END AND ACK PLS 4 | P ni e 
M : y ANC Yr 





TU — 


PZN [d Tn KN E 








A 
PA ( C lity ¡SET 





! 


ra 





- 


STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


| Office Memo ndum e UNITED Ms GOVERNMENT 


DATE:December 9, 1952 








FROM : Mp. Po YA 
Nichisy oO” 
SUBJECT: LOUIS P oMPAGNA, WAS, ET AL; Y yh 
BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTER ee 2 
( FO Harbo A ar 
D . Reference is made to the attached teletype | — 
from Chicago in the captioned matter reflecting that the Tole. Ras 
Chief Probation O Ago.declinged to grant complete ER 


access to pertinent files in his possession. 1. ‘the Director 
requested that the matter be taken up with Assistant Attorne 


General Murray at once. 
rior to the receipt of the Director's request and acting 
attempted to. contact 


on the basis of the copy of this Wire, “Winterrow 
Dr. Killinger ofthe” Parole Board in, Washington inasmuch, as. the 
Probation Officer was. seeking to < obtain .an answer from Killinger' as 

to whether the complete files should be made available. Killinger | — 


was out; however, Winterrowd learned through contacting that ; Office 
that Richard Cappell, Probation Supervisor of the Parole. Board, was 
familiar with the problem.  Osppell.was. contacted. finally at 2:50 p.me 


and he advised that he ha ad_ directed a telegram this morning to 
Chicago instructing that portions of the file referred. to. by. Chicago 


be made available to Agents. ccordingly, a REN has been 
Cappelrt's action. 


directed to tl o. the. _Chicago. Division advising ore? 


oo lll. E MN 


Attachment 
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Office Memorandum e UNITED Poss 






























TO : Mr. Ladd DATE: December 10, 1952 

x apes coq AS Tols^n 

FROM : Mr. Rosefi} TIME OF CALL: 9:35 a. m. — 
SUBJECT: O AAA WAS, ET AL; A — 
d BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTER i Qlavin 
ET SAC..Malone..was..called to determine if the Chicago. ii 

^'  Qíffice had access to the files of the Probation _Officer as a. Lm 
result of the telegram which.had.been.sent.by Richard Cappell, — 





Probation, Supervisor in Washington. 


Malone stated that the Probation Officer in Chiesgo had fed. 
not advised him of receipt of the telegram which was, according t 
Cappell, sent at approximately 11 a. m. Washington time. This 
telegram, according to Cappell, gave authority that Agents review 
portions of the file witch She Rrovetion Office thought were. 

confidential. . i | B 








Cn w 


x 


Malone, stated that the teletype from the Bureau advising 
him of the action by Cappell had not been received until after the 
Probation Office"was closed. He said that ke instructed the Agent. 
to make contact the first thing this morning to obtain access to the 
file. He said that he would advise the Bureau later today if there 
was any difficulty in obtaining access to the file. 


Malone” will be followed on this matter, 


em j i 

^d ALL MFGRGHATION CONTAINED N 
EMEETAN -4 
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SAC, HOUSTON 
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x fal * -E 
e A on 
LOUIS COMPAGNA, PAUL BE LUCIA, WAS. CHARLES GIOE, WAS., BRIBE 


PAROLE MATTERS. RELET PROM DALLAS fO BUREAU WITH COPY POR [4 
HOUSTON CAPTIONED QUOTE LOUIS CAMPAGANA, WAS, ET AL, BRIBERY,/2 

y PAROLE MATTERS UNQUOTE DATED DECEMBER THIRD, FIFTYTWC. THF Boye 
.. SUBJECTS, TOGETHER WITH OTHERS, WERE CO-DEFENDENTS Ii! AN a-b y 





RACKETEERING CASE INVOLVING GEORGE E. BROWN AND WILLIAM BIOFF, IN 
WHICH THE BUREAU CONDUCTED THE INVESTIGATION. ALL SU3JECTS WERE 

| CHARGED WITH HAVING EXTORTED ONE MILLION DOLLARS PRO: VARIOUS MOTION 

| PICTURE PNODUOERS. BROWN AND BIOFP FOUND GUILTY ON NOVEMBER SIX, 
FORTYONE, AND WERE THE PRINCIPLE WITNESSES POR THE GOVERNMENT IN THE 
TRIAL OF THE ABOVE SUBJECTS IN FORTYTHREE. SUBJECTS WERE FOUND GUILTY 
IN THF USDC FOR THE SDNY AND FACH SENTENCED TO TEN YEARS AND FINED 
TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS, SUBJECTS BEGAN SERVING SENTENCES ON MARCH EIGHT, 
FORTYFOUR AND WERE RELEASED ON PAROLE FROM LEAVENWOHTH PRISON ON AUGUST 
THIRTEFN, FORTYSEVEN. AT DEPARTMENT'S REQUEST, EXTFNSIVE INVESTIGATION 
WAS SHORTLY THEREAFTER CONDUCTED CONCERNING VARIOUS ALLEGATIONS OP 
BRIBERY AND INFLUENCE IN CONNECTION WITH THEIR PAROLES. THE PAROLES ON 
ALL THREE SUBJECTS WERE SUBSKQUENTLY REVOKED BUT AS A RESULT OF COURT, 

| ACTION, SUBJECTS WERE RELEASED FROM CUSTODY AND CON?INUED UNDER THE 

ORIGINAL PAROLE. THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ON NOVEMBER IWENTYSIX, NINETEEN 

FIFTYTWO REQUESTED A FULL AND COMPLETE INVESTIGATION OF SUBJECTS TO 


Toison 


ae DETERMINE WHETHER ANY NEW EVIDENCE CAN BE DEVELOPED THAT WOULD WARRANT 


Biohols 
. 3 N má A 
29 a 4 





Qilegr 


==" -REVOCATION OF THEIR PAROLES AND TO DETERMINE WHETHER BRIBERY, 
=» — CC: 1-CHICAGO (MAIL) 


Laughs in 




















$ 





SAC, HOUSTON 


CORRUPTION OR GRAFT WAS INVOLVED IN THEIR PAROLE. INTERVIEW 

JOE LIETO MENTIONED IN RFFERENCED LFTTER FOR ANY INFO HE MAY 
HAVE CONCERNING SUBJECTS' CONTACTS OR CONVERSATIONS WHILE IN 
LEAVENWORTH RELATING TO THEIR PAROLE. CHICAGO ORIGIN. ANY LEADS 
DEVELOPED SHOULD BE SET OUT BY TELETYPE AND THIS MATTER MUST 
RECEIVE YOUR PERSONAL ATTENTION. SUBMIT FOUR COPIES OP REPORT 
TO REACH BURFAU BY DECEMBER THIRTEEN, NEXT. 


e HOOVER 










|I L BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO! 






na a ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS as 
a € | pre | s 
l p 


- To: COMMUNICATIONS SECTION. 


December 9, 1952 


Transmit! the following — | | 
A e BAC, CHICAGO URGENT 


— WAS, ET AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTER. 


A8 | l ae 
uo l " 
PS eos REURTEL DECEMBER FIGHT LAST. RICHARD GHAPPELL, nite 09 af 


SUPERVISOR, ADVISES HE DIRECTED TELEGRAM THIS MORNING TO. 


MEEKER INSTRUCTING THAT PORTIONS OP FILES REFERRED TO IN 
YOUR TEL TO BUREAU BE MADE AVAILABLE TO AGENTS. CONTACT 


‘MEEKER, 


‘ERWirte — | 
du By reference from pr. George Killinger!'a | 
| x office Winterrowd contacted Chappell at. 
. 2:50 Dems, 12-8-52, who advised of the — 
wire having been sent by him to Chief — 


Probation Officer Ben Meeker. — E A P 
| Qu o cn 
‘ff X 


e 
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' Nichols ps 
Hosen CJ 
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^ Haro 
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! Tele. koom O FEDERAL | BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION i j 
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Missus —— ¿COMMUNICATIONS SECTION — NÓ 


EE DEC 9- 1952 


DEC 20 NIA — 
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* nana = ~ e - 
de DEPART EU. O JU 


SOC UDICATIQNS SECTION / 
DEC 9- "A 


Ve 


TELE YES; 





FBI WASH Dg/12-9-52 7-07 PM MLT 


SAC CHZĆAGO URGENT 
LOUIS CAMPAGNA, WAS., ET“AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTER. REURTEL DECEMBER 


EIGHT LAST. RICHARD CHAPPELL, PROBATION SUPERVISOR, ADVISES HE DIRECT- 
ED TELEGRAM THIS MORNING TO MEEKER INSTRUCTING THAT PORTIONS OF FILES 
REFERRED TO IN YOUR TEL TO BUREAU BE MADE AVAILABLE TO AGENTS. CONTACT | 
MEEKER e | 

HOOVER 
END 


J 
6-97 PN OK FBI GG Joc XP or A 
' TOS Seroja 
















Toison 

















ya DECEMBER 9, 195 


% SAC, CHICAGO 
C 


LOUIS COMPAGNA, WAS, ET AL, BRIBERY, PAROLE MATTERS, FALSELY 









CLAIMING CITIZENSHIP. REURLET DECEMBER TWO, NINETFEN PIPTYTWO, 4 ~ / 
CONCERNING INFO FURNISHED BY|  |JoP INS ON GIOE. CONDUCT b7D 
NECESSARY INVESTIGATION TO OBTAIN ADMISSABLE EVIDENCE SHOWING 
FALSE CITIZENSHIP CLAIMS BY GIOE FROM PAROLE, PRISON, VOTING, 
EMPLOYMENT, AND OTHER PUBLIC RECORDS. BELIEVE THIS CAN BE DONE 
PROM EXAMINATION OF RECORDS WITHOUT DIVULGING FACT THAT GIOE IS 
FOREIGN BORN, PROOF OF GIOE'S ALIEN STATUS CAN LATER BE OBTAINED FROM 
INS. SEE SECTION FORTYONE, MANUAL OP INSTRUCTIONS, AND NOTE STATUTES 
OF LIMITATION. WASHINGTON FIELD WILL BE ADVISED, ASCPRTAIN CORRECT 
SPELLING OF COMPAGNA'S LAST NAME AS COURT RECORDS IN HABEAS CORPUS 
PROCEEDINGS ATLANTA AND OFFICIAL REPORTS OF COURT OPINIONS REFDECT 
NAME COMPAGNA RATHER THAN CAMPAGNA. 
' | HOOVER E / 2 
CC: $-WASHINOTON FIELD aae J X 
NOTE: INS, CHICAGO, ADVISED IN CONFIDENCE THAT INFORMATION Mi 
DEVELOPED THAT CHARLES GIOE WAS BORN IN ITALY AND NOT 
CHICAGO AND IS AN ALIEN. THEY REQUESTED THAT THIS FACT NOT BE 
MADE KNOWN AS IT MAY JEOPARDIZE THEIR CASE. BEARING IN 
MIND STATUTES OF LIMITATION CHECK PAROLE AND BUREAU OF 


PRISON RECORDS FOR INSTANCES WHERE GIOE CLAIMED TO BE A 
U. Se CITIZEN. 


ALC INFORMATION CONTAINED 
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STANDARD FORM NO. G4 


Office Molbrandum e — GOVERNMENT 





TO í Mr. Ladd » DATE:December 12, 195 
Ladá 
FROM : Mr. Rose TIME OF CALL: 9225 a. m. — 
7 Y4 n 7 
SUBJECT: rour OMPAGNA, WAS., ET AL; V dues 
BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTER Basi 
— — Belmont, 
Monr 
SAC Malone at Chicago advised that Agents as 0% íi com 
to all material and 


yesterday afternoon had complete access E erial 
files in the captioned matter in the possession of Chief 


Probation Officer Ben, Meeker. 


CIT 


/t- 
Meeker furnished the so-called "confidential memoranda?! 
ego he claimed were not a part of the file and all of this material 


is being reviewed. 
* . * * PA J. 
he investigation in | 


Malone was instructed to expedite t 
s ape covered and that 


this case and to make certain that all avenue 
it is most thorough. 


RHU:dwl Lo 
A Ly 
Elp, o Kg- do? av 
ALL FORMATION. CONTAINE M , pug 


— — F 

+` 7 —— “ f j 4 
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ANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office A, ne UNIT 


TO : 
AIC o 


SUBJECT: 


d ] 


DI3SOTOR, 


POI 
SAC, 
LOUIS (o Ef. GNA; 


CART, SS-OTE 
Carrlest ioe: 


wa . 


PAULO AULA, Wa, 


Fang icca 
BRISTRY; Eo OL3 
(00: Chicazo) 


ILE TERS 


OS APGELES (56-125) 


BE NOI rir 9 | 
1 


M po 
MM og '* 


* 
ki 
4 
t: 
RE! 





DATE: 


12/4/52 


ahol a, - salis, 


Remytels to Bureau and Chicago 11:08 PM PST 12/3/52 





aad 12/4/52 concerning information furnisied by ALLISON 2 

LITTLE re this case. wwe He 

On 12/3/52 V». JOEN MITCHELL, INS, U. 3. Department ~ pesi 

x of Justice, Los Angeles, advised SÁ ELLIOT 3. BLAL:SLEY . |... 
1 of this office that an acquaintance of his nad certain — 


information re the captioned investigation. , Arrangements zg- 


were ade with nr. 


ED STATES GOVERNMENT 


LITCHZL to contact his acquaintance and de- 





termine whether a Bureau agen? could interview tne acquaintance., - | 


M noe — ~e c * "4 ^ f os 
Pursuant t | “TYCHELE advised inat nis 





b acquaintance was "no is employed by the  , 
E Asarst £dvertising Service, representatives oi nearst [3 
Ñ rubplications, who nas offices at Room h20, vetrol Building 
7151 Vest unico Blyd., Los ángeles, telephone ¿Rospect 1123, 
and that was agreeable to an interview. . 
prive = mined Et S 





RM — ON 


Was immediately contacted by telephone and 
an interview was arranged for the late arternoon of l es 


her . " p E 
a c - AT akala “Yama DOLAR x ATQ [^ 


telephone ARizona C-b200. ne was transierre rom the Chicago 
office of tne Hearst Advertising Service to their Los Angeles 
Cffice within the past 3 or h months and said he is well 
acquainted in tae Chicago area. He was employed by tae 
earst Advertising service on solicitation 
coverings the area from ‘yi “lorida soliciting 


isconsin to 
advertising for hearst 
= — 


¿ublications. 
he met br. and hrs. 









He said that in either the spring ox 
exact date ne could not recall, he was sol 
in th crea of Hayward, »isconsin. 


a Uu 


— RECORDED - $ e re mm, [^ 2 a 
ce: Chicago (53D) BOS A9 | A a 
Lilwaukee (ASD) SE ^ eue vi us 

5 io / a y : 
4 uADERED - AU dui 
fes Y VÀ " J . / | í ér 
m j 1) El cens y o 





ia 











JOTA PENSO, owners of th 
and ono evernuin^ Í 





yiose nick- 


nearby 
= “+ > ey. - E E E p n * y A e * “ mE n" m 4? est 
WAS xS Ji1oGT76 LPS. iL. NAS uo y CL = m 





ona ea bP» à DCi 
evenin, vio 3 or thei ! iks of liquor. 











uas de sspondent because Jaca she B6 
cal a wao used tis alias mad bolad 
el to nis likin<end had asked DIC 
Q tnis | 3 recent Du 


occurrpr nad: 








sot : 8 
encordin" to tais conversation, 
C20 respeiouearerty they nad built just 










outside Hayiard, .sconsine. conlá not recall trae name 
o? the rescot but said it vas a well-kmovwm place in tint area. 









TWO CA 





Tar ML 











AS uno 
aiba ne Was not in a position vo advise 





ner anc dha Ob Lui am | j angin bne conversation 
pazi evonig, vas an importan 


is bar Of iha s in Única.cos. 
—— tant 


owned tuo or varoco 
taverne on uio West side or Liuisago an 





10 addition to beins 















taverns aces uero utilized for »oooinse jung auo Aublinr. 
16 cota ena bra, 2 DERSOH tnou soo had a groat deal of e 
infor: ation coneerning[ 2 [activities out sae was — 
à because of nis criminal cormections. O/C 
uas very friendly with Unicago b7 
aoi rs fron TONY LO0.4D0 on — vue list, and toatl |] 
aluaye worked in the i cirouna OL TuE ee Meepinc 


7ould aluays be in the 


their prooerty in 
was instrumental in 


clear.  »he continue 


tue collection and j ;50,000, tznich sue stated, as 
nearly verbatim as can nou recall, "I trou for a fact 


that money vent rict to the s the “alte House to met 
11036 fellous cout on parole." 32,70 — 


discussins the onroles of LOT Cl mG, Una O CW, and 
POE Ds DUCTA, Te said was veneneou in her 















accusations a ainst lin tnis regard ont claimed there 
y no JAY 358 eo Luse tag informebioa to cet any additional 





citnered tas iu ail [mid com plete deteils 


T 4 —F 
regardin: the activitiy orl |  , in connection with the 
vio: 


paroles of captioned subject. Ne said claimed she 
civier sau ; Ghecque utilized in 113 transaction or the 
cash thie. n2 ¿cel for this purrose. ue said ne 






i 
had no idea nad documentary — of the C 
statements she ade Duo sas claimed Gain mo ney vas for 7D 


bribe puezoses and not Yor vita Boas or payin. cre toga 
tazes of yoo vo be puroled. ni (52007 was 









nob present 165 vais convers avion a as present 
were NOYES Sin, and clained 
4e Tack me on only this one otcas~ " uas nob 


it AN de Jard, 
Sorin Oi Ue A" T)4 


al ng dt ena inauire 
e es tuens os learned Prom them tast Be 
- ae 
„b 


was tnen vis iting in G .icano but buet sue still 


sconsin durin= the 
a 
RJ 








a 







operated ” said ne did not knou pot 
! but ne did TOSED taat b7D 
yan consortin^ ultp—-- — ⸗ e 





vas nob intoxicated 

during i be © convors asion sd ne abptribvtcd ner talkativeness 
l1 sbremely despondent over tne 

He said rs. ATDSRSOW and 

Jere Priendly and he believes they ney have discussed the 

ir bier on obncr occasions merely because vacy were close friends.b6 


in ner 









3/0 
Lr tote that on Sunday, 11/20/22, he read in the e 
hos ¿aceles ue'soaceors that the ESI is tatbiats int a new | 
investi «bion o. “oe purolas or captione subiocis ani thee 
I S coused uin to recall nis cenversation viva 
ud "es. AMIES, Lc said ne mentioned the 
corrersacion vo an aconmaeintancoe, e Jon DITCEGLL, of the 


LIS, at bos ¿nveles, followin’ bis readin” of the news articles. 











pu tm M 





L e n . 5E -125 


NM. at the conclusion of the intervien thet 
ue could aot recall anythin: cles re tie conversation mentioned 


avoe anil it uas suctested that if ne snoula recall anything 
more that ne contact the Los angeles Office or tais Sureau. 


Mn the “ormine of 12/4/52|___]telephonically bo 
advised that ne nad two slisht corrections he uwisned to | ore 
furnish in the information given on the preceding day b7D 


said he now recalls that the conversation he had witi 
d lies. ADERSON definitely tool: place in the spring; 


He, reyiously thought the “íven name brs. 
Yas the sare as the viven name or 


> 
k 


“e nou recalls that les. ACOGSUJON!s civen nene is 









| eer 
-—' c. a.. * 
|__| tated ne did not desire to cet mixed into 
the investi ation of tais case and he requested that ais 
1 A kz Sidentiel. Ho said ne realizes that only 





vsation but as he is D6 






4 a 

Y 5 uith he does not believe she cOp7C 

trace bie conversation to hi > believes she probab 57D 
iis sed the natter with others. te also believes that l 


and Mes, ANDERSON may have dis cussed the situation on 
enoush other occasions so that his identity would not be 
Giscovered torovrh an inouiry made of then. 


Copies of this letter are bein: forwarded to tne 
iilyanukee Orrtice. Los Angeles Office cannot devoriine wnoetaor 
tue above informacion has been obtained previously by the 
Gheaco Office any any investivstion dosireó of tac Lilusulee 
Ofrice is beins left to the disorction and direction of the 
Chicago Orfice. 
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Nov, Sth 1952. 


5 E Preston Street 
Baltimore 2, Maryland. 


lir Edgar Hoover Y 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington,D.C, / 







Dear Mr.Hoover: 


Now that the Attorndy Ganeral has given you the green light 
to run down any pos$ible scandal in cohnection with the release of PauPkicca 
Louis Campagna Charieytiol and Phil* tÀndrea-the Capone mobsters...could it 
be possible to Peygal the t that the front men for these chaps were Eugenes 
-Bernstein,Emanualj rn and A.B¥Eben of Chicago? — 


Of course it is purely incidental that Eben's. mother was employed 
in the White House? 


> N Also incidental is the fact that the little — out were ! 

Paul/Rillon (one time campaign manager for Harry Truman) ; ugheS( one “Hy 
time delegate +o the Democratic convention from Texas) rg Prien of Tom clarx-() 

the Texas pussywillow and Theodore Rein-law partner of Congressman Sabath. 2 

5 

These are not just ordinary mouthpieces for this mob! The only 

logical conslusion was,that it is a payoff for services rendered. Is it also P 
incidental et official Washington knew,eleven minutes ahead^of time-of the 

assasination lof Huey Long? If not he,it was a payoff for services performed for 

Roosevelt or Truman, 1 knew this Capone mob weli enough to know that they do not 


get sprung just for peanuts. 


7861 


SS 51, —— "EET p — 0 
A “e des d. EN 
TA. y ur e CT 


p o7 ius 2 10. ne Y Loca 





i UN 
‘ bs ve Dk 
) t / RECOR D 3 MA de T 
E fal 
INDE AED-4.. SE 4l.; 

A 
NE, 
; 
T 






STANDARD FORM No. 64 


* é 
Office Meniorandum - 





Tote Mr. Tolson Y DATE: Vovember 1 
| 
— FROM L. B. Nichols 
! SUBJECT: PAUL RICCA 
Mulle d me he—De-Da Emend. Was FD An SLC Wane 





over the Paul Ricca case.who was released by Judge Igoe in 

Chicago. Now they found out that Saturday was the last. day. 

which they Could make-.an. appeal, and. the. Department. 1.5.02... 
j record as hauin 








Aul. 
for a long time to come, 


co - Mr. Ladd 
Mr. Rosen 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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CLEC uas under.considelolion. "" 
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on the matter because he thinks this may haunt the Department.) » 
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STANDARD FORM, NO. 64 
a 


: Office Memo®ndum * UNITED Bus GOVERNMENT 
TO : Mr. Ladd DATE: November 13, 1952 
¿Y | e 4, 







FROM : Mr. Rose 












ALL ——— ee ils, US? P ys i 
L2 HORE la URS cupi A P x 
SUBJECT: PAUL = » also known aS, pey | Ole: SP A 
PAULCDELUCIA, >» x mae. i - nca 
Yi ORIGINAL PROSECUTION OF PAUL RICCA AND OTHERS. á —— 


ohr 
Tele. Roon . 


Paul De bucia (Ricca), Louis Campagna, Chirles Gioe, Philip Louis.. 
ana J opn Heselli.wWere.senbeneed..in. the United. States € s 
District. Court. forthe-Seuthern- District of. Mow York, to. ten yearsH! — — 
in a Federal penitentiary and f£ined.$10,000.on.December.31, 1943; for 
violation of Section 420 A, Title 18, U. S8. Code, the Anti- .-racketeering 
po Statute, which was passed June 18, 1934, and made it an offense for 
| ^ anyone to interfere with trade and commerce by violence, threats, etc. 
This act was amended on Juiy 3, 1946, to generally make it a felony to 
interfere with commerce by robbery or extortion. The Bureau conducted 
the Anti-Racketeering investigation. 
All Five o five of f ihese, subjects. began. Serving. thelr.sentenees. on. 
Margh.9 i Bid9AAe All five. l-n- parole, on, August, 12,.1947,. by 
unanimous aninong. decision. of the United. States. Board of Parole. accordingly, 
the time..of their. release on August 13, 1947» the subjects had each 
ee OE E Live months.and.fiye, days .or one month 
and. LANs day Sr BORE. „uhan one third of their respective sentences. 


FBI REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE INDICATION-OF BRIBERY IN CONNECTION WITH 
PAROLE OF SUBJECTO 





By memorandum dated £ n L24L.,. Attorney General Tom C. 
pes that. he had been informed. by. Congressman Fred Busbey 





(R-Illinois) that there was as an indigetion. of bribery in connection with 
the recent parole of Campagna, Gio e, DY! Andrea aná De Lucia (more commonly 


known as Paul Ricca). PINO CE "General. “requested an immediate and 
full.investigzaLion.of.bbis.allegations 


The Attorney... General on the same date telephoned the Director and 
Kreiterated.his.requesti. for. a full investigation. stating that the 
| Departuent monld prosecute. if the. allegation was substantiated. 


THE RESULTS OF OUR INVESTIGATION SHOWED THE FOLLOWING. 


The overzall.inxestigation..condueted.by. the..Bureau.did.nol..dis- 
close any evidence of criminal, irregularity in connection with. the 
granting of the > paroles of the subjects in this case. The FBI investi- 
gation reni nei ta id (he e.general administration. of the Parole Boara 
as.suoh, but was concerned with, the alleged Hrregu arities originally 
reported end those alleged irregu.arities yigming to our attention during 

he_course of This investigation of the foákole of the subjects in this 
'4gularities_ in — as 






SU 






— The investigation of the alleged Pos E 
with the paroles of the subjects. S COP Leted . by. DS 
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REVOCATION OF PAROLE OF PAUL RICCA: 


On July 15, 1918, the parole, previously granted -ko 
Paul Delucias . SIISS Ricca, we was “revoked pursuant to the parole 


violator's warrant signed, bx Judge Rogers of the Board of Paroles. 
On the Following doy he was apprehended.. end committed. to „the. Cook 
Count Jail at Chicago. He petitioned for his “release to the 
United States District Court at Chicago, Illinois, and after 

many, continuances and RC before Judge- Michael- dLE AS e. 
released on November 2° ., Judge LoS ordered his release when. 
the Government through ve U., S. Attorney John P. Lulinski 
— “Ena the acts of" m. tartar Buabes 


vB Equo M SA Dd 


Courts. — 


The U. S. Attor Ocaso then appealed the decision 
of Judge Igoe to the M. Court of Appeals, their Case No. 9788. 
—— — ch the > Circuit. Court. of EPR ORAS sustained 













Illinois, petitioned Judge Igoe tor Lave US plead, over i erem 
connection with this case. GRE AMD v 220, after oral 


arguments, the Government's petition 1: for leave to plead over was 


M 


allowed, and the Goyernment was giyen until September ta tò tile the 
petition however, on September 29, 1950, Judge Igoe, : after 
reviewing the petition, denied the BELYG LANE. motion for pi PAY e. bo 


plead over. He stated that he did not Teel that he had jurisdiction 
in tbe matter for the en>» Od peuib D oprt. -0f Appeals had affirmed 
hisorewious. action "and that in his opinion the matter now rested 
with the Circuit .Court,.of Appeals, to which court & petTtrlon Lor. 


leave to reoven the case should be directed. 






uinlan, secretary to Assistent U., S. Attorney 
Lulinski, on. October. 5, 1950, advised that thë > Attorney General 
had been notified of Judge lgoe!'s “decision, n action in the 
U. S. Attorney's Office at Chicago, is being held in abeyance 
pending instructions from the Attorney General. 





On November, eet ne United, States Attorney at 


Chicaro.j.Upo0on, the “request of the Board, of Parole, instituted new 


charges 229 ost, sub ject Ricca , on, November eu 1950, was 
released by Judge 1808 on. SEEN 000. bond. This came about as a result 
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of the Parole Board causing a new warrant to be issued for Ricca 
in which Ricca's attorney stated that the action taken against 
his client was the result of arbitrary and cavricious action and 
in violation of the law and rights of Ricca as guaranteed by the 
Constitution. 


On December, ¿L, 1950, Delucia's Attorneys filed a second 

à — * win o AT de. » Sagar. s. A RM. mnc 
amendment sasia aa. Brief Ty. this 
petition sthies bibat. the. warrant in the new EK should De V Vota 
"for the reason that it was JSSue cad marnan 


was the subject of litigation." 


— — Yara PO a agat 


TIhis.cagse,Subsequently, it. 2D Pears » was, set over 
on whether Ricca wo would be given a Bearing c ‘on "his 
attemot to.revoke.his Dafole. This action. was taken by de gos 
on January 26, 1951, and was set over for hearing on "March 30, 
| 1951. Subsequently. this hearing for revocation of Paul Debucia 
was postponed until May 23, 1951; then till June 8, 2 19515. then til] 


; ES io E 
ctob er ie; “te — — m mit TUR BR * Beat or T2 — A cer AZ TERRA ix EA S. nd 










for hearin 





RES Y 


| On. October 2. Madee. Igos "by de roonent of DOR F the Government and 
|j defendant continued athe hearings on.DeLucia!s. revocation until 
| December 7, 1951. The scheduled hearing for December Gog, 
| was continued. an nd. reset for. January), 1952, Pod judge S iBOS. Bir 
| en toon continued, to APRIL da 1952... and on motion of the United 
| Stages ALlorney on Nor il 18, 1952, the, matter Was Continued by 


MES 


Judge. Tgoe. to May "16. 1952. d 








adiu. A «ks 


$ Elena days. i 





Ma May 16, 1952 end the Judge took the. case “under. advisement.” There 


was no date or indication as to a date showing when the court would 
dispose of the case. 


The records of the TU. S. District Court at Chicago, however 
a on September Ds — Judge. lgoe ox Ordered od Paul 1 (Ricca) 


Delucia 1 Lo be discharge 1818 Tod to His” conditional liberty in. “the. e custody 


of the Al the XT A Genspel^ under the ‘supervision of. the Paroles Board. 
It was further ordered that the existing l bond on Ricca remain “in 
‘full force and effect pending an appeal by the Government. 
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The Government, was given sixty days from September..9,. 
1952, in which time to file an appeal from the court's decision. 

Ihe report de LU S ae Chicago Office under date 
of Oct diverter ite ON OT thet ourt “arid 
Further indicates seibar Assistant. U. S. Attorney. Anthony. Scariano 
E "his office had written to the Department of. Justice 

* LIO Aree bar AEREE ERa Aa aaea. should. be taken 

from ize casia mio QHn,uhis cases». The report above referred 
to dated October 6, 1952, prevared by Special Agent John R. Philivs, 
Jr., further indicates thet the United States Attorney at Chicago 
as of the date of this report have not as yet received any advice 
from the Department concerning this matter. 










Pased upon the news item, it appears that the last action 
inthis case was taken by the. Department. when al léeedly the wire "7 
of wAssistont..<biorpey..General Charles. Ba Murray was sent to 
Kerner, allegedly ordering the case against Paul Rieca be dropped, 
The newspaper clipping does not indicate the date uvon which this 
telegram was sent to TT. S. Attorney Ferner but it does appear 
in the News item of November 13, 195°. It is noted that the 
sixty days in which to file the anneal would have terminated 
on November 9, 1952. 
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Office MemorBidun * UNITED eb. GOVERNMENT 
TO  : Mr. Polson PAYA DATE: 11/19/5 
- 
AN 
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“ STANDARD FORM NO. 64 e — 


FROM : "d "i APORTO e 

He Bs pre gg g Mie ae IS UNCLE Vw) 

FE 

SUBJECT: PAUL “DeL TCIA alias PAUL RECCA á (jc 
PAROLE MATTER 


uf 


STATUS OF INQUIRY IN DEPARTMENT A te -l 
de A report on the phases.of. the inguiry assigned to 


me was completed Last night and. the. SUMMALY..OF information. 

received and a synopsis thereof. were delivered last night 

to Mr. Winterrowd j for incorporation in the fullareport, on th 

— "of the. inquiry, which is being prepared in the Invegtigativ 
ivuision. 


Ze Acting Solicitar General E —— Li. L Stern has Ee 






n be LAU do traera a “Copy of this memorandum to me to 
serve as the detailed record of the interviews which I had with 
him. I-told him that since he. was S Submitting th this 9 page 
memorandum _to_the Attorney. General, I. did not pr propose to submit 
a. go OPH. of his memorondum in. py. report. but rather would summarize 
it for the Attorney General's convenience. I prepared a rather 
brief st summary of the considerations which caused him to reach 
the decision that there should be no appeal. While he was in 

my office I read this summarization to him and he approved it in 
its entirety. 


Bu Mr. Stern stated that he was going to forward the 
Director personally a copy of his menorandum of-erplanetton in 
view of the Director's personal interest in this matter as shown 
by the Director's. conversation with Mr. Stern last week about the 
case. 1 have already obtained a copy of his memorandum and it 
will be placed with the other detailed records of interviews in 
the Bureau's files as source material for the summary report which 


has been prepared. 


4, You will recall that Mr. Oehmann, Erecutive Assistant 

to Assistant Attorney General. Murray, c claimed that when. "he. 
delivered the. memorandum recommending against appeal i to Mr, Murray, 
he pointed out that the “subject of the memorandum was one of the 
criminals involved. in the so-called "payoff j roles”. matter about 
: "e. was. considerable to do “severalimbMths. go, and he also 
A s was an important 


led .to the attention of Mr. Murray that Nk 
bees Mr PAYN A already stated that M 


co: Mr. Rosen RERDED A PN IMA. 


Mr. Ladd DER 
Mr. Nichols 


GÀ JAN 7- 1953: 
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the report hg did not know who Ricca was when the name. was... 
mentioned to o, him, that he might have Tecognized the name 
— but tt was not "until Wednesday Jolfowing. his approval 


oy oce. Ve e 


the memorandum on November T that hé. identified. “this as a part 


Correa as. Meum. 


—— mno. gna, c6 — GLIUD, OF individuals... 'T odlled Mr. Murray's 
attention, to, the comments made- by. Mr... Dehmann, and he Sd d ELA... 

hog. ene ru. confidence, in Mr. Oehmann,and ifhe had made the statement 
he was sure that Üehmann was. correct. He, Ur, Murray, believes > 
that he read the memorandum in which the recommendation for no 
appeal was made, at least his initials were personally placed by 
him on the memorandum and hg.is unoble..Lo.neconsliruct.in.lis mind 
the exact, deiails.o.fwhal.transpired.uhenLhememoxgndum. uns. 
presented. Du ERMAN. He dogs.reogll that on Tuesday, 
Nouenbe ld enecelued a call from Fred Mullen as asking. “about 


AGOTARON v 


the Ricca case and ha Lo Ld Pei ERE Re RE E ERO. u “what y LOS 


being talked aboU bem 1he following day he. learned ` that this was 
a mo t ber CONCETRING ONE.,.0Lcthe,, subjects, in the. Compagna case, 


Bro ete rr 


I showed him the original memorandum which he had initialed and 
A a DOER 
kO .COMPagna.,Etithe Thus, he stated he accepted, dull responsibility, 


OL course, hen he. initieled the report. He also accepts full 
responsibilditu. fon failure.., 20. ai "Ehe Attorney, G General ‘about 


eR mae 


this matter and this he considers, the.mosi.gnieuous oversight. 
in the case... He also stated that when he approved the memorandum 
prepared by Mr. Gottshall recommending against appeal, that placed 
on him full responsibility for the subsequent telegram which was 

sent to the U. GS. Attorney in Chicago as a routine matter advising 


the U. S. Attorney's office as to the decision made in the case, 












D. In the event the Director finds it necessary to make any 
recommend gu LORS 0 torneu General, the. following might well 


df. SORES IA MM S Me UAM 








hich, mould, keep track of the cases and prevent their . 


me Wig 


being,.overLookedand,would, . show to whom Eheu were "assigned. 
Their tickler System should certainly have established 


E priority so that this DeLucia case would hot have been 
pisi as it was. If the U. S. Attorney! Lee 

had not sent a wire to the Department dated October 31 
and had not telephoned during the week preceding the date 
of expiration of appeal, iit is likely that this cose 
would not have come up for attention until after the 
expiration date for appeal had passed. 


b. irte TAN states, he has had no assistance 


since. some time, in January. except. J mon. Who was totally. 


"Jesse some sort of tickler or docket system. 


bte Mu am £n, Ra A og S dde REL. pen fg 


— 





Ce 


e. 


B l B 


unguali fied and who resigned, and Another man who WAS. 


assigned to him in late August or early. September, {Department 
FéGOFdS show August 25, 1952). Qottshall states that, 
the is overloaded with work. Assistant Attorney General 


Ur TU Murray. agrees, and calls B Sot tohall.a. ath ful public. 


servant. lfound him quite i busy on the.2 or E S occasions 


H confe erred. with.him, and iL was s necessary fort US $0. T 
icome to m o Lie. in order ern Eo ave. an, interview ^ 
luninterrupted, | i by frequent, phone. calls, 1 have no doubt, 
however, but what responsibility attaches very definitely 
‘to Mr, Gottshall because of his admitted "oversight" and 
Moran: Even those with a heavy volume of work should 








lan to give proper priority to the work that is pending. 


There seemed. to. he.no.control eiither.on.the.pQri,.o.f ihe. 
Sect lon. ol e eoe E es DOPE Of. the Assistant, Attorney 
General as to the assionment...of the, work... „to. -Gottshali 
ang ihe priority which.. should be. | given. this, “Works | ‘In 
— words, not only | Should Gottshall have a tickler 
system, but at least his section chief should have an 


assignment record and follow-up system. 





Although Assistant Attorney, General Murray admitted his. 
En Ult in not calling. this, important case. involving the 


ubliciti 


AOO to the attention of the Attorney 
deneral, the Acting Solicitor “General inatoa tea thatar 
did not. occur. to, him EROL. This was an occasion., which, 
should be discussed with the, Attorney. General. The 
Attorney Gen Ploret — issue orders... 
as DECI LL as, possible outlining the obligations of 
he Various d ivisions to P have. called ‘to. 


the attorney Generale S attention any such "important. 


matters Or any matter. of wide public interest. 

Ur. Stern stated that although he had béen here 11 or 
12 years he knew of no such regulations. Neither did 
Mr. Murray although Mr. Murray felt that they surely 
must exist. | 


oi 










Xd la Re 


cago... deliberately di declined. Lo 
PAN OO the truthfulness of Delucia's 


— — the E wedding, reception, WAS 
SOLE LBu Een by guests for the benefit. Of ihe. bride e and 


TA sm ME c Dec NEU) ape 


Such a report had "been made, , it appears, FO 
The Loca] parole officer by DeLucia, the U. S. Attorney 
knew about it, but he did not want inquiries made because 
peche plans of "strategy." Certainly it would seem that 


MENS See, 


1n 0. 0086. 0. Such. notoriety. involving well-known hoodlums 


From. MY. dis NITIDUM MA Mr, Winterrowd, it appears that 
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every reasonable effort should be made to obtain. 
the [ücts.0n WO LGN heir DOIolR mighihe-neuohked. 


Pf Ife IO irren ICAC An 






i Et) z and 


holdin “or 
M FAL ——— ME m. Ma MARE A sont mc ES PULS a de ote Sage — 

| ces. Lor ertended periods appears to be still in 
vogue... 
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TO +: MR, TOLSON DATE: NOVEMBER 26, 1952 
⸗ 
Toison ee cn 
_, From + LZ. B. NICHOLS v DT 
a J ALL PEORMATON CONT ; ES 
` KERER 18 PC ASATID : ado E. 
SUBJECT: PAUL RICCA 5^ ol OS SOS Oe olan) y —— 
Laughlin 








Mohr 
Winterrowd___. 
Tele. Rm, n 


Fred Mullen left the. attached d draft of Q press release ui 


summarizing the results of our investigacion on the failure of pu 
the Department to appeal the case of Paul Ricca. He wants to e a Ts 
get. i it out on Friday and wants any observations we might have tb. 


make on tte 6) * 
T 
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The release rehashes - the background , of the Ricca "e S 

E A i na mm Dol X 

Aaron E. GottshailL who "virtually sat on ihe matter fri B 

August 25 until November 7" is given most of the blame. „Murray M 
is quoted as saying the delay was avoidable and not excusable. 2 
The release concludes that on the basis of the recommenda- % 

tions of the Director and approved by the Attorney General, three ex 
Steps were taken: l 

Establishment of a tickler system 

! Requirement that the AG be notified of deoisions to appeal 

:] cases E 
|! Departmental papers must be maintair d in a case file z 

a Ba 
I suggest Mullen ; > 
suggestions. E S 
LBN:FML yy. | oM A 
Attachment DD P A 
CC - Mr, Ladd | (1 
Mr. ‘Rosen pe 26 — E: GS 007 T 
ELE ÁAC RAE gr g 
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Friday 8 November 28, l 
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POR -IMMÍDIATE RELEASE 9 


| BL NE ORATION CONT AN 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE HEREI! E HNC?! ASSIF; Ei On) 
BATS hole BY Sesak 


Attorney General James Pe Moüranery announced today that he had 
ordered a complete re-investigation of the paroles of Paul Ricca and two 
other former Chicago gangsters whose paroles have been a matter of various 
charges, including rumors of bribery. 

The Attorney General recently had ordered an investigaticn by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to determine why a decision was made within 
the Department of Justice not to appeal e Chicago Federal Court decision 
holding that the Government had no right to revoke the parole of Ricca. 

He was particularly interested in why this decision was transmitted on the 
eve of the deadline for filing a notice of a peal without finnl clearance 
with the top policy group of the Department, 

"I have the FBI report which indioates to this Attorney lleneral that 
the whole matter should be re-investicated," Mr. MoO0ranery sald, "We have 
decided to reopen the entire case — even at this late date," 

He directed Director J. Edgar Hoover of the FBI to begin a new 
investigation immediately, 

Involved are the paroles of Ricca, Louis Compagna and Chrrles Gioe, 
The; were among five sentenced to ten yuarsi"fmprisonment and fined $10,000 
each December 31, 19h3, in the Us f, District Court in New York after con- 

beris S o actdns . ¿They began serving their 
sentences March 8, 19hh, and were released by unanimous decision of the 
U. S, Parole Board August 13, 1947, after serving slightly more then a month 
beyond one-third of their sentences, The allerations of bribiry were made 
in 1947 end concerned the paroles of Ricca, Compagna, and Gio), as well as 
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Philip Louis D'Andrea, now dead, Newspapers criticised the release, and 
a House Committee investigated the matter beginning in September 1957 
through June 1918, 
Warrants charging parole violations to Ricca, Compagna and Cios were 
issued in July 1948. Compagna md Glee were taken immediately to Atlanta 
Penitentiary, but in subsequent court preceedings von their release on 
writes of habeas corpus, Ricca began his haboas corpus proceedings before 
he could be removed from Chicago and finally Judge Michael L. Izoe of the 
Us Se District Court in Chicago ruled August 21, 1952, thet ths doverment 
had no right to revoke ERT as the evidence before him stowed no 
violation. x e m iles Wear pe et 9/4) 5 € Ay 
The Government had until November 3 to file a notica of appeal, Tt was fal 
on the preceding day, November 7, that a message was sent by wire to the ^e un 
Ue Se Attorney in Chicago that the Departaent had decided not to appeal 
Judge Igoe'a decision, | 
The FET investigation, Hr. MeQranery said, showed that there had been 
undue delay and oversight in the Criminal Division, where one attornay, 
Aaron E. Gottshall, virtually sat on the matter from August 25 until Novem- 
ber 7. Br. Gottshall contended that he had a large volume of tork and inade~ 
quate assistance, Though holding that Me. Gottshall was undoubtedly over» 
loaded, Assistant Attorney General Charles B, Murray said the (elay vas 
avoidabie and not exsusable, 
The investigation showed that on November l Ue S. Attorney Otto Kerner 
ef Chicago inquired both by wire and telephone as to the status of the case, 
Thereafter on that day, Gettshall drafted a merorandun recqmue:ding against 
appeal, However, the investigation showed that this was not typed until 
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Novenber 6, when it was reviewed by Hobert 5. Erdahl, Head of the Appellate 
rection of the Oriminal Division, This memorandum finally was dated Novene 
ber 7, and thereafter went through these hands: | 

Frod Es Strine, Chief of the Administrative Regulations ‘ection, crime 
inal Division; Andrew F, Cehmann, Zxecutive 2s5í1mtant to Mr. Hurrays Murray Le 
ochwarts, Special Assistant to the Attorney General assigned to the Solicitor 
General's office; and Aoting Solicitor General Robert Le Sterna who aporoved 
the "no appesi" decision of the Criminal Divisions 

Hr, Oelmam rocolved it about 10:00 or 10:20 AsMe, and held it until 
n. slurray retumad from a conference between 12130 Pee ma 1100 Melt. 
Er, Schwartz reonived it shortly after 3:00 Potes and Lire Stern sent the final 
decision back to Mr, Gottahall some time after 11130 Pato 

Kr. Gotishallthereafter dictated a wire to Mr. Kerner in Shicago and 
signed it "Cherles B. Murray," 

It wax agreed by those interviewed during the investigation that the 
oversight in not calling the matter to the attention of Mr. Moliranery befere 





eje 


fins], action was a most serions over-icht. The Attorney Geneval hts said 
that because of the wide publie interest in the casa, he would have ordered 
an a pesl, Dy the time 1t was draw: to his attention, it was too lata as the 
deadline had passed, 

There has been no regulation requiring that matters of this nature be 
brought to the attention of the Aiterney Gencral, However, it has bean 
customary to do so in any matter in which the public interest was wide, 

On the basis of the recomendations of "e, Hoover, as approved by the 
Attorney General, these steps ara being tekon: 
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A follow-up system, hereby cases vill be viven proper priority 
end attention, is being established in the Criminal Division, 

A preliminary report of the managenent engineering ¡im presently 
studying the Departaent of Justice nade a like recommendations 
ketablishuent of the system is already under way and should avoid 
not only delays such as existed in this case, but also assure 
proper clearance at the top policy level, 


Nev: regulations will require that ihe Attorney General be notified 
by the Criminal Division, the Solicitor General's office, as well as 
other Divisions and offices of the Department, of all proposed 
decisions in matters of wide public interest, 


All documents pertinent to a particular case must be maintained 

in the case file under instructions issued, because the FBI 
inves;igstion disclosed that the Ricca file was not up to date 

and pepers belonging in it, although received and stamped in 

1950 end 1953, did not reach the filo until 1952. These documents 
had bom kept in an attorney's desk, and it was pointed out that 

it would be difficult fer another official of the Department, 
interested in ascertaining; the status of the case, to do do without 


having ali port gata before hin, E * 
id r 


Pd 
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and to the Crimin jon based upon our suggestions, “I tol 
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the. Attorney General on November 21 on Ricca, that the Attorney 
General instructed him to write memorandums to the Parole Board 








htm I would check, thet:ácsknew we had sent a copy of this to the ^ 
Attorney General. He stated it would simplify matters if we HOT 
had a copy to give him. | 


Se =~. 


— 


—Laccordingly secured an extra copy of our memora ndun? / ~ 
to the Attorney-General dated November 21,.1952, from Ur. Rosen 
and sent iit to Malonea. 
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— ——— ORIGINATED AT CHICAGO | FILE NO. 
| REPORT MADE AT | | | | PE ENS | — — MADE | E MADE EO | 
MIAMI, FLORIDA 12-3-52| 12-2,3,-52 CHARLES J. MATHEWS CJM:sr 
TRE 7 | | CHARACTER OF CASE —— | — 
LOUIS CAMPAGNA, was. Et Al IE rr 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 


LOU COLLINS (true name COHEN) of 


ge | E Chicago, Illinois admitted being 
ree bal social acquaintance of subject 
F 2 CHARLES GIOE, but denied knowing 
— anything indicative of parole vio- 
el lation on part of that subject. 
| ALL INFORMAT 
Tet * - RUC - ION CONTAINED 
y ee iced Ayes OF 


DETAILS: AT MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA 


he managed this Hotel from 1928 to 1932 and was the receiver 
between 1932 and 1941 after the Hotel had — ‘through bank 





LOU COLLINS (true name COHEN) presently resid- 
ing at the Peter Miller Hotel, 1900 Collins Averue, advised 


Special Ag JOSEPH C, FRECHETTE and the writer that he first 
met CHARLES QIOE in the bar of the Croydon Hotel, Chicago, 
Illinois. He could not recall the exact date, hut stated that 









ruptcye n ERPEPDITTS Borfont 
When GIOE was arrested in be 3342 or 1943 he - 
was residing at the Seneca Hotel, Chicago, Illinois, which 
was also the residence of COLLINS, This hotel was owned by 
COLLINS! brother, SAM COHEN, who died in 1945, At the request 


of ALBERTA LE the wife of CHARLES GIOE, the bond of $10,0^0 


LOU COLLINS for this subject following his AP ; 


was posted, 
rest. He ta dihat while at the Mayo Clinic, Rochester, =: 


Minnesota in Pr rri or 1944 he was interviewed by Bureau 
Agents and filth ¡A signed statement relativs to his, Ent dedi | 
nection Aceh —5 do | 

O Ug; SS, 


APPROVED PA. | sr 
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COLLINS stated that both he and GIOE continued To 
reside at the Seneca Hotel after the latter's parole in 
1947. He claimed that his only connection with GIOE wes on 
a social basis as a neighbor and that he had no ather af- 
filiation with him whatsoever, About the time o7 GIOE's re- 
lease from prison, COLLINS opened the Clover Bar +t Clerk 
and Randolph Streets, Chicago, Illinois, in partnership with 
one JOHNNY GLAVIN, who died in 1947. He later enerated the 
Silver Bar in Chicago. | 


It was stated by COLLINS that he never "frontea" 
for or was ever connected with any organized Chisago hood- 
jum activities including legitimate interests. GIOE never 
discussed his parole status with him and COLLINS claims 
that he knows of no details concerning same or the manner in 

| hie et GIOE and/or his associates obtained their release fror 
prison, 





"M Since his release from the penitentiery, GIOE's 

"M | only interest known to COLLINS was that of a construction 

| business concerning which he claimed he was unable to fur- 

| nish any details, He stated that he has slweys regarded 

| GIOE as a likeable, sober and law-abiding individual. He 

o claimed that he has never known GIOE to consort with known 

 hoodlums since his release from the penitentiary and stated 

| that his impression of this subject has been thit he has al- 

| ways been very careful to avoid having anything to do with 

i any matters of an illegal nature. He cannot further elabor- 
ate on this. 


At the present time COLLINS is preparing for a De- 
| cember 10, 1952 opening of Mother Kelly's Night Club, a no- 
: | torious Miami Beach hoodlum hangout. He admitted that he 
is to be associated in this venture with SAMMY MANNARINO 
| head of the Mannarino Gang of New Kensington, Pennsylvania, 
| He said that this club will open up as Lou Collinst rather 
| than Mother Kelly's. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE PACE 


Chicago teletype to Miami dated.12=2=52. 
Report of SA CHARLES A. HARDISON dated 7-12-51 


at Miami, 








STANDARD FORM NO. 64 s F 


Office LO, TE AA * UNITED ulla GOVERNMENT 


TO : Mr. Ladd DATE: December 10, -— | 
FROM . Mr. Ros ao ^ — 
—8 


/ SUBJECT: LOUIS“COMPAGNA, WAS., ET AL 4 
| BRIBERY P 





a PAROLE MATTER 


i n "Fee 

CORA MW 
Assistant Attorney General Murray was contacted twit 

regard to the problem of getting access to all portions ol the 





n 


Probation Officer's file in this case and he was advised that the ^""—— 
chief Probation Officer, Mr. Ben Meeker, had advised that with 
respect to certain confidential memoranda prepared by the Provati oika- 
Officer, he had to have direct authority from Dre Killinger, Gha a 

of the Parole Board. It is pointed out that the Probation Officer in 
Chicago did not think that the Supervisor of the Probation Officers, 
Richard Chappell, had the necessary authority. 





Mp. Murray stated that he would immediately check on the 
matter but that he would talk to Deputy Attorney General Malone 
because he did not know whether this matter had been discussed by 


P E JETTA TADA o we * we Fa Oy. We AS OE CALE pt — ^ 
Malone atthe Abboruey- Generalis Staff Conference this morning. 


Subsequently, at 4:35 p. 
Executive of the Board of Parole, cs ir POWC ising the 
Assistant Attorney General Murray had contacted him and had asked 
that this matter be straightened out. He said that He did not know 
whether he could get in touch with. Dr. Killinger who is at Danbury 
Connecticut, but that he would immediately trye d 






Mr. Thomas 0. Grover, Parole 
interrowd advising that 






Thereafter, at 5 Pe Me, Mr. Grover called back and advised 
that Dr, Killinger nad left. Danbury.end.is.to be in New York City 
10) , Grover 
„nim and asked that Kissinger immediately cal 






tomorrow morning at the Federal Detention Headquarters where Mr. 
has DL Lao 0H 9 A € 
him, Grover. 





moueri 


Mr. Grover.said he would let us know as soon as possible 


h 


on.the.mozmning«of.December.ll, 1952, as to the outcome andane stated 
that he was also advising Mr. Murray of this. 


This matter will be followed closely with Grover and in | 
the event there is any difficulty, we will again contact Mr. Murray. — 


+ d eun GOATA NED 
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TO > Mr. Ladd 


i A DATE: December 10, 1952 
1" f vA : PA 
FROM : Mr. Rosen Ke ys Pra 


BJECT: : zi E pN im) ac 
p SUBJ LOUIS COMPAGNA, Was., Et Al t dr 7 2 


BRIBERY Z2. olay 


PAROLE MATTER 
Time of call: 10:37 A.M. 








SAC Malone at Chicago advised that a ent this mornin : 
went to the Chicago offic e.e..of.. the. Probation. Officer and was, PALS ORY ate 


reviewing certain portions.of.the file in. this matter asa result ——— 
-of the arrangement _madeyestenday—byMr...Richard cappell,.Brobation * 
Supervisor in Washington. 


Malone added, however, that rx CEO E egi ro ne pfta, k 





— — e D TEN ider a part of the official. record. and which 

he did not believe Mr. lr. Cappell had the “authority. to. authoriz.e,. him, 

to make io make available, to. Bureau Agents. Mr. Meeker said that while 

there did n there did not appear to be anything in the memoranda of particular 

significance to our case, : nevertheless, he. would. haye. to have direct 
|l authority from Dr. Killinger, í Chairman, Board of Parole, , before 

making these memoranda available. Agents are obtaining data from 

the parts of the file made available but, of course, the confidential 

portions are also desired for review. 

The above infonnabion.was. imnedia tely. furnished,_to. Mr. 
Holloman and an immediate.call. was. made to Assistant Attorney. 
General. Murray... in order that the proper authority might be 
obtained. Mr. Murray, had left his office for a conference, as 
had his assistant, Mr. Ray Wheartye Mr. Murray will be immediately 
followed upon his return in order that the appropriate ' authority r4 (E 
Trom him or through Dr. Killinger may be forthcoming for the on 
“examination of these files. 












- amem 


You will be advised promptly of developments. 
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ce: Mr. Holloman 
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SAC, Chicago (58-191) Docomber 16, 1952 


Director, TBI (58-2000) 


ty 


LOUIS COMPAGNA, was», et al 

BRIBERY Sholar Serclad 
PAROLE MATTER | 

FALSELY CLAIMING CITIZENSHIP = 


There are enclosed herewith copies of the Identification 
Record on Cempagna, Gioe and DeLucia and the same should be 
set forth in your next report. 


Tt is noted that all three subjects were picked up 
by the Chicago Police Department in October, 1950, on the 
charge of general principals. It is suggested that you 
examine the arrest records to determine the circumstances of 
these arrests and the disposition and that this be included 
in your report setting forth their Identificstion Records. 
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Form No. 1 
THIS CASE ORIGINATED AT CHICAGO 
REPORT MADE AT DATE WEEN PERIOD FOR WHICH MADE | REPORT MADE BY 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 12-352 | 11/26 - 12/3/52 | RAYMOND J, DRISCOLL RJDsclb 
TITLE & Ly : ad i CHARACTER OF CASE 
res MILD. Poa 
LOUIS CAMPAGNA, Was, ET AL BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTER 
Ei 
SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: Information as to conduct and activities / y : 
i4 of subjects obtained from U, 5, Probation | ES s 
- +s  /^ Office and set forth. No information re- at pay 
PED [A7 : H ceived from U, S, Probation Office that L} L / Z 
et NEC a+ subject GIOE is operating Consolidated = l 
f — 4 Moulding Compauy as subsequent investigation ys 
) reflected, ALL three subjects interviewed and 
ca deny illegal activities or violations of their 
ca paroles, ALL deny irregularity in obtaining 
M oe al their paroles and details as to present activities 
a furnished, CAMPAGNA now operating two farms, one 


in Michigan and one in Indiana, DE LUCIA now 
retired, GIOH first interviewed November 29, 
1952 and stated he was working for Peter Pan 
Restaurants and part owner of Calumet Construc” | 
tion Company, now being liquidated. On reinter- a 
view December 2, 1952 he admitted owning and 3 yl 
Si operating Consolidated Moulding Company and č " NA 
y L stated that on first interview he failed Poio i 
j e mention this because he fears newspaper publi- 
3H city might tend to ruin this business, Neignbor- 
hood investigation unproductive as to any violation, 
As to wedding reception of DE LUCIA's daughter, 
MARY, and ALEX PONZIO, Jr. on January 2h, 198 , l 
| subject DE LUCIA said he made all arrangements with 
| \ assistance of one TOM KELLY, ET , | 
" Y and paid bills with money contribu o brida | 
jio [as SPA pa — by guests, DE LUCIA estimated amount collected — 
to be about $32,000,00. DE LUCIA advised he had mis- 
placed guest lists and furnished no names of those 
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present, DE LUCIA produced reccipts as to 

weddin^ reception bills in name of ALEX PONZIO 

With address of subject DE LUCIA, ALEX PONZIO, Sres 
father of groon, advised money collected in amount 
of about 310,000 was 41,000 short for payment of 
exvenses and he personally made up the difference, 
He said bills were paid by his son ORLANDO, "best 
man!" at weddings, ORLANDO later denied any activities 
as to wedding arrangements or payment of bills and at 
this time PONZIO, Sr, denied earlier statements, 
Bride and groon in general substantiate information 
that bills were paid by contributions from guests, 

io lists of guests obtained from ALEX PONZIO, Jr. 
and wife, Investiration at Blackstone Hotel, where 
reception was held, set forth as well as investi- 
cation at Blums Vogue where bride purchased her  ' 
trousseau, No information of value obtained fron 
police asencies other than information that DE LUCIA, 
on November 15, 1952, drove to TONY AQCAXDOts hone 
but did not enter, TONY ACCAGRDO well known police 
character and reputed head of Capone mob, Persons 
interviewed furnish no information as to bribery in 
instant case. Efforts to identify JIM RYAN wn- 
productive bo date, 


Pie 
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no rollosin investigation vas conducted by GA wlhoi' n da 
— fia”? MES HE. 


Un November do, 1952 JOH: ¿011 KN, VENULY Chicr, United «Dates 

— ion Orice, and JuobDpd fi, SUL tbat, United babes rrobavion 

Officer, were intervicwed by ie, WlLul: J. HO GORIIIGCA. relftive 

to LOUIS OCAlhlizvGUul. GULLS liU explained nc could not mike availoole 
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June 30, 1951, Cá": Ga stated vnus no usd been in Perrien 
anrin-csg, Bionic, on — 23, 2l, anu 25; in Fowler, Tadiana, 
on June 23; in ATLANTE, GOELE, on une lU to lh, and tne 
rormminder of tne timo at Berwyn, Litinoise By letter dated 
July 3.1, 1954, he intileated that ne nad spent July 2 to 5 

and July Y vto 29 in Berrien Goprinzs, ioni zn, ond tne 
remainder of nue time at 4eruyn, liliiaolís. By Lotvcopr daved 
Augasu 3l, ini, no Svaved mac ne udo Deco 425 ocGPPLOn werPlacs, 
wicnoicen, Cro durust L to 7 and Annasu tu to 28, ^uo 916 
ponainaer o! bao Monta at Berwyn, LALLI iSe Cite and | 
Cub nsu bota SUvvea pna Gabre sé naa olanket autaor?ty vo 

travel rom “ortiga, Illinois, to nis Vverms in herrien üoprincc, 
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Orfice, Grasa iLo:ds, rionicon, 9nd 4"YHuTY afina, United 
bates Feobetion Uf icer, oa ag Di ^a, nad botn checked 
at rocuiae lonbosvaslo on Caki hin! ss astivitioa iu connection 
With nis 2ous in ilonisan snd onaind Soa in every instances 
naa Supmiteed wvovopssol]le reports. TU haea N end Clb Loti. oyj 
stated thas incofar as tnoir records suowcd OPEL nod 
eonsehenti "glo attempted to Live "n 2 "Ll o tus provisiras 

oP nis Doroto, ner savised cnak inso: as they neve bee: Shia tu 
Cetermine no w i onniines his nati ores to Tue ooopP2vgion ox i 
two Farms Mil war ofS imown i 
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LOUIS CALPAGNA was interviewed by Special Areats O20 De 
VRARY and ¿ILLIA J, UO COL TOCA on jovomtor Cy, 1953: Ln 
tho Culeszo fries ov tne "BL verter apronvements were 
made vhüpouch bie Pederal Farole Office, Chic: po, Tlitnoise 
CIUTAGHA was interviewed in the presence of nis attorne 


nat ok SEL LE kura t uf 
Qn pm 
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Tow York da moved to chicaro, Tilinois, in about 1913 
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CRMPRONA aavisod boat he was born n £5, LIUU, LpookLZa, 
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Ohica5o, Illinois, at Chicago Avenue and Western. He statei that she owns 
this flower shop in partnership with MARISUAPEZIO, and this flower shop 
is managed by a man whose first name is LOUIE, last name unkaown, Upon 
questioning, CAMPAGNA admitted that the MARIE CAPGZI0, above mentioned, is 
the wife of TONK CAPEZIO, alleged member of the so-called Chicago Crime 
Syndicate, He stabel that [URT CAPGZIO was forasri a very close friend 
of his, tut that he has nid no association with him since his parole. 

He further stated that he has not been in the flower shop since his release 
on parole. CAMPAGNZ stated that most of his private income comes from the 
farm in Fowler, Indians, however, his wife, CHABLOTU, has enourh incoue 
from her flowsr shop to maintain the current expenses of maintaining the 
CAMPAGHA home in Berwyn, Illinois, and paying the current 


CAMPAGKA owns a flower shoo known as the Orchid Flower Shop Located in 
is, 
i 
















Tilinois. ^^ sb:tel that his wife also owns an automobile which 
he uses, said automobile being a 1952 Cadillac, and nis daughter, JOANNE, 
owns a Chevrolet, When questioned concerning his independent cash re- 
serve, CEAFA advise] shat ho did not “new tho exet amount bub no used 
money from this cash res ervo for personal expenses. 


2 Poio from Kans.s Clty to Shicigo pc 
i 5 vat 
t Time of Parole, August 13, 1947 


AM me UK We A ctt — — more e e a Ariile n. a 





CAMPAGNA advised that after his orisinal conviction in 1943, he spent 
approximitely 16 to 13 months in tho Fed: 221 Penibontiarr ab Atlanta, 
Georiga, and wis transforved from Atlanta to Leavenworth, Kansas, where 
he wis confined until nis parole in August of 19 H 

day hə wis to be paroled, he received a 
stating that his wife's orcration was successful, He stated th: 
the first knowledge that hs had that his wife hid ben ill and was quite 
coneerned about her wel?are. Therefore, the most inportant thing on his 

mind at the time of raleaso was to get to Chicago by “ha mast expeditious 

means, He, therefore, inonired in the prison if it were permissible to 

take an airplane to Chicaro or would he be requires] to use the railroad 

ticket which he recuivod ab the prison, He was advise] that he could 

return to Chicago by an; usans at his disposal; however, he wos instr: sted 

to report to his parole officer at Chicago, Iliiaois, within 24 hours 

after his release. He alvicet that immediately upon his release from Leavonworh 
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Fonitentiary, he was transported by us to tne reilrosa 
— at S&8ys.ouonrtn, ¿enscase. Upon arrive] chars, he was 

> by NL US Who advisea bheb ne nad four olrpisne 
pepa d Lo p "4 25 "0.6 Hc ste ted that i ids — s Du 
LDOLA, and GTO; wore cheuffeured from tao PLiLteoad Gopot 
i ee p Sy to the Kansas City Municipal 
Airport by a mon whose name he doss not recall, but ne 
stated mos ermphaticetiy thet they did not stop in Kenses 
city, but proceedeó directly to tho alrrvort anc boarded 
o plans for Chicagos He advised that no knew absolutely 
no one on the plane other than BeaNcretn, De LUCIA, and 
CIO... ks St tsa that bo nis snowle.e, there was no one 
coso On tho plans who was assooictoo wlth any mentir of 
tusir party. Ne si ted further that no obtained a sont 
on the plane next to the window ana dio nos sey vxo words 
Gurin; the entiro trip from Kanses City to Cicero because 
the only thing on ais mind at that point was to ret nono 
as pies as possible inasmuch as he — quite concerned 
ana very upast over nis wifets illnes He said thet upon 
arriving in OGuüics o, ne and Dm LUCIA e into a taxi «nb 
end proceedcd directly to his nome st :vZT South aple 
Street, Ferwiís Illinois. He isft the cab and DS LUCIA 
continued on presumably to his nomo. CAV PACHA stated 
most definitely thet ne did rot hite any Enowledce concernine 
tee arrancements which were made in obtaining the airplane 
transportation; did not know where BRAXSPRIW obtained the 
tickets or how many tickets he purchased; sano had absolutely 
no Eknovlod^e of any other passengers on the flight between 
Kensas City und Chiesro. He also re-emcheasized the fact 
thet they did not stoo between Levenvorth, hansus, and tno 
Kansas City Municipal Airport; — dia not ro to the 
MeuLbech Hotel or any other place other then the Municipal 
Airport in Kanses City. 


Payment of Incone Tex 
CAMPACHA when questioned concerning povsons who may have 
contrituted to nas income tax payment, stuted thet ne had 
absosutely no knowledre concerning the origin of the monies 
detiverea to PERNSTSIN to stle tne lnocome tax statement. 








GG g8- 19 
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He — mat the T" ati he has concerning this m 
matter is information which has been inserted — the records 
through congressional hearings and inquiries, anti Federal | 
Grand.Jury action in which 





following Mr. DILLON!s | 
testimony before the Congressional Committee investigating 
the parole. At that hearing, DILLON stated that he had never — 


received a fee for his services. Shortly thereafter, the 
date of which CAMPAGNA could not recall, he received a bill 


.' and knows absolutely nothing about any alleged pa 





in the amount of $10,000 from Mr. DILLON, and that in payment : 
thereof, his wife had obtained a cashier's check ‘and had 
mailed the payment.of $10, 8p be o- Mre DILLON. Of this amount, | 
he was given $5,000 hy PAUL DEMLUCIA; none ofthe cther pérolees 
ever contributed. any amount to him, "non did he evr request | 
them to do' so. He stated that he made absolutely. ho other 
payment to any other person in connection vita Ru) parolej 
off or 

' bribery to anyone in connection with obtaining this parole, 

He asserted that es far as he is concerned, he sefved the 
required amount of time in the federal — and 
upon becoming eligible for parole, he got a pono just as 
any other person would be entitled to. Su | 


Wedding Party for DE LUCIA!s Daughter E 
Ihe Blackstone Hotel, cute] O illinois! 





“CAMPAGNA stated that he did not attend the wedding party | 
which was one ac d LUCIA for his Coulee at tr 4e time of B 


at 


I 
" 
t 
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her marriage and did not attend the wedding be bart he did 





not receive an invitation and knew it would be better 
for him not to make his appearance at this celebration 
inasmuch as he was on parole and he stated that in order 
to avoid any further embarrassment to everyone cómcerned, 
he did not send a wedding gift to DE LUCIA!s daughter, 


ig 
Miscellaneous Information Furnished by CAMPAGNA 
|: 

During the course of the interview, CAMPAGNA wasi questioned 
concerning any persons that he may heve been assüciated 
with by the name of RYAN, He stated that to hisli knowledge, 
he did not know a person by the name of RYAN, He &lso stated 
that he did not know JAUHYJHUGHES. . 4i 
He wes also questioned concerning tne visits that BERNSTEIN 
made while he was at Leavenworth, and he stated that 
BERNSTEIN visited him on several occasions and Gh tw or 
three occasions, wus accom: anied by TONY CCAD He advised 
however, that he did not recall any specific conversation 
betwee himself and ACCARDO, and that ACCARDO had not made 
the trip to Leavenworth to visit him, but had mérely been 
present with BERNSTEIN at the time BERNSTEIN had conferred 
with CAMPAGNA, He admitted that ACCARDO was a friend of 
longstanding, however, He also said that the only reason he 
could give for ACCARDO visiting the prison was the fact that 
Mr. BERNSTEIN was having a very difficult time in persueding 
PAUL DE LUCIA to sign certain papers concerning'tax matters, 
and that BERNSTEIN brought ACCARDO to prison to try and 
explain to DE LUCIA the reason it would be necagsary for him 
to sign certain papers concerning the tax settliipmente 
CAMFAGNA stated that the tax matter yas a matter involving 
himself and DE LUCIA and that CHARLES”CI OE was ‘not involved 
in any of the tax dealings. —— | 


CAMPAGNA was asked if he knew TONYÉGIZZO and hé stated 
that he met TONY GIZZO in Hot Sprin;s, Arkansaf, several 
yesrs ago. CAMPAGNA was also questioned concefming his 


bank account and advised that all of his incom& obteined 


in connection with the operation of this farm ape handled 
through his bank account at the La Fayette NatiLonal Bank, — 
La Fayette, Indiana. He advised that he trans@cts all of his 
business through this bank for income tex > 

| 


from the farm in Fowler, Indiane, and «11 the fe handled. 
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When questi:ned further concerning tne operations of the 
farm at Fowler, Indiana, CAMPACKA stated thet he works 
on the ferm and the farm is actually managed by his son 
JOS Pl 


Concernins: the farm in Fowler, Indiana, he stated that he 
purchased this farm for $100,000 in 1941, payine S60, 000 
cash end having a mortsere for the balance of (4,000. 

He statec that ttis morteare is still outstandiun: and ne 
is payins on it at the rate of 10066 a year wnich includes 
both principal and interest. de stated thet ne nas three 
families Living on the farm oni they assist- in the farm 
labor dutiese Ex cioiu not So kacw the ident? ctos of viese 
Lem liec. 

Concerning the farm at Berrien Springs, Mychipan, CAnur&GNA 
stuted that the tenant farmer who runs tnis farm is a man 
by the name of JOSH DOLKOWSAI, and thet he also has a 
caretaker on the farm, a JAMES PlOmnke 


Tt should be noced that at the outset of tnis interview, 
CAMFAGHA!s attorney, WILLIAM SCOTT STUoUAHT, who maintains 
a law office at 77 West Washington, Chivaso, Tllincis, 
stated that he accompanied CAMPIGRA to the Chiceso FBI 
Office, but had no intention of objecting to any questions 
that mey be asked CAMPAGNA. He steted thut it wes his 
desire thet his client furnish the FRI with any information 
which they may desire. He stated tnat nis client is on 
parole and is fully awors of nis status and fully aware 

of the fact thet he must cive information and cannot stana 
on nis constitutional rirhts oi refusing to answer any 
quosticns which may be self incriminating. He statea that 
he was merely sitiins in durin- the interview to assist 
CATIPAGHA concerning any quostions which may involve Lepal 
detalis which Mp. CABPAGNA would be unable to explain and 
durins the course of the interview, Mr. STEWART never 
objected to any questions directed to CAMPR2QrA but would 
occasionally inject his own thoushts and iàess concernins 
certain matters which involve the legal proceedin:s con- 
cerning various appeals in connection vita tas original 
conviction. He st:ted that in his opinion this whole 
matter was given more publicity than would ordinarily be 
werranted in such a esse and that the newspapers had taken 
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advantage of the situation to slander and involve many 
innocent people. STEWART pointed out that he nis represented 
CAMPAGNA and the other parolees at the time of their trial 

in 1913 and during the various motions and appeals subsequent 
thereto. After conviction, he personally conferred with | 
BORIS KOSTELANETZ, the United States Attorney handling the 
matter in New York City, and 1t wes at that time understood 
that the indictment relative to the mail fraud dharge against 
the parolees wes merely being held in abeyance pending the 
outcome of the appeals and that the Government alt no time 
intended to proceed to prosecution since the offenses charged 
arose out of the same transaction as that upon tated they — 







were “ried in the Anti-Racketeering case. He stated that 
after: eppeals had been denied, it was merely a routine matter 
for any lewyer to request the dismissal of mail ¡fraud in- 
dictment. He remarked that this was such a common and simple 
procedure that the ordinary attorney would chape a fee 

of only about $100 for obtaining such dismissal, and it would 
be inconceivable that any bribe or other payment, would be 

necessary to secure such dismissal. In emphasizing that 

this was, and is, a common practice, he pointed put that 

at the same time that the mail fraud indictment was dismissed 

as to the parolees, some 1:0 other ind*ctments all unrelated 













to the parolees, were also dismissed In this connection, 
he remarked that Attorney MAURY HUGHES had been ¢ontacted 
by CAMPAGNA!s wife and had effected the dismissal of the mail 


freud indictment in return for which, he had chetced $15,000. 
STEWART indicated that in his opinion, this fee was exhorbit- 
ante He admitted that HUGHES wes in a position 40 command 
such fees by reason of his alleged close connection with 
various high Government officials, but that such;connections 


were entirely unnecessary in this case, 


STEWARD continued that he is solely a trial.lawyér and as 
such, no longer represented the parolees following t 
incarcération in Atlanta, and therefore, had no y 

knowledge as to their transfer from Atlanta to Leevenwarth, 
the settlement of the income tex claims, or the later paroles. 
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He ventured that in his opinion, the inoome tax settlenent had no 
afrect on the paroles, since later, members of the Parole Board had 
informed him that at the time the paroles had bzen granted, they were 
not even aware that any tax claim had been made against any of the 
parolees nor that any settlement had been made thereon, STEWART 
continued that at the time CAMPAGNA and the others were granted 
paroles, it was common practice for the Parole Board to erant paroles 
in almost every case after the expiration of one-third of the sentence, 
provided the applicant had mairt^in^d good prison records. He claimed 
this was not at all unusual and would have evoked little comment had 
not the"Chicago Tribund decided to make a political issue of the matter 
in order to embarrass the administration. 


He stated that JAMES DOUGHGATY, reporter for the "Chicago Tribune", 
was the one selected by Colonel ROBERT MO CORMICK, publisher of the 
paper, to publicize ‘he matter following the paroles. DOUGH31TY, 
according to STAARI, was, and is, a close personal friend of HÀ-RY 
ASH, former Director of Safety for the State of Illinois. STEWART 
claimed that ASH had been approached prior to the granting of the 
paroles on behal? of CHARLES GIOE to act as GIOE!s parole advisor 

and h^d indicated he would be willing to act as such, DOUGHERTY, 
according to START, was aware of this, but apparently saw nothing 
unususl in it for he made no outcry at that tine. Not until much 
later, when the "Chicago Tribune" had decided to embark on this cam- 
paign of revoking th» paroles and DOUGHZATY had properly been denied 
secret information from the files of the local United States Probation 
Officer, did the matter ascume gr:at im ortance, according to ST&JAHT. 


START concluded by saying that, to his knowledge, there was never 
any underhanded dealings, any pay-offs, or any bribery in connection 
with the paroles of CAMPAGNA, DE LUCIA, or GIOS. 





— —— — — — 
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Investigation at Orchid Flower Shop, a partnership of 
Mrs. LOUIS CAMPAGNA and Mrs. TONY CAPEZIO. 


Mr. LOJIS ANCAROLA, manager of the Orchid Flower Shop, 2408 
West Chicago, Chicago, Illinois, was interviewed on November 
29, 1952, by SAs TOM E. CHAPOTON and JOHN L. BOYLE, He 
states tho flower shop is owned jointly by Mrs. CAMPAGNA 

and Mrs. CAPEZIO, and is operated as a partnership.  ANCAROLA 
states he has no vested interest in the shop, and works on 

a salary and commission basis. The flower shop was opened 
in July, 193h, and ANCAROLA has been manager from the outset, 
He states neither of the owners has any activo part in the 
management, and rarely even appear at the shop». He further 
claims neither LOUIS CAMPAGNA or TONY CAPEZIO has been 

in the shop in over ten years. 


He claims about once or twice a year he goes to the CAMPAGNA 
home and furnished Mrs. CAMPAGNA with a report on tho status 
of the business. He states less frequently he has gone to 
the CAFEZIO home for the same purpose. He claims 1t is only 
accidentally if he sees either LOUIS or TONY on any of these 
visits. Hs insists he has no knowledge whatever concerning 
the activities of either LOUIS or TONY. He knows the other 
subjects in this case by name only. 


ANCAROLA was asked if he had any part in the arrangements for 
the wedding of MARY DELUCIA and ALEX PONZIO. He states some- 
time before the wedding, Mrs. DELUCIA and her daughter came 
into the shop and ordered flowers for the wedding, consisting 
of the bridal bouquet, bridesmaid's bouquets and miscellaneous 
church decorations. He states as he recalls, the total cost 
was between $200 and $300, and thinks it possible that Mrs. 
DELICIA paid for the order in cash. He was unable to find 
any record to verify this. Ho states tne books and records 
of the company are kept by Mr. SIDNEY WSINGARTER, Accountant, 
1403 South Kaminski, ana that as far as ho is concerned the 
books would be available for audit at any time. Except for 
the above, he claims he knows nothing about the arrangements 
for the wedding. 


He states the business nets between $0,000 and $8,000 per year. 
In 1952 each partner was viven $3,000 as her share of the net 


profit, and he thinks the profits for 1952 will be about the 
samo, 











- She knows the subject as a passing acquaintance, ihe stated 
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Neighborhood Investigation - LOUIS CAMPAGNA 


The. following neighborhood investigation was conducted Pu SA 


. -JAMES T. MORELAND on November 29, 1952 in the vicinity of 2927 


Maple Avenue, Berwyn, Illinois, which is the resicence address 


of subject CAMPAGNA. 


Mrs. FRANK BIELSKI, wife of a real estate salesman, address 2921 
Maple Avenue, advised that she and her husband hava resided at. 


this address since July, 1948 and have known subje:t CAMPAGNA, 
his. wife since that time. She stated that they 


are not personally acquainted and do not visit socially; however, 


~ 
C3 


e 
that the subject and his family are quiet neighbor: who have . y” 
caused no disturbance in the vicinity, have no unusual amount. 


of company, and no visitors whom she knows to be questionable 
characters. Mrs. BIELSKI stated that she has no irformstion 


whatever. concerning the business activities or asscciates of - 


subject CAMPAGNA or his wife. She stated that amorg the neighbors ' 
in this vicinity, CAMPAGNA enjoys a good reputatior and nothing 


is known of a derogatory nature concerning him exceot informa tion 
whieh has appeared in the local newspapers, She further stated 


that the occupants living across the streét opposito the CAMPAGNAS ! 
| residence moved there recently upon ine completion of a new . . 
housing area and they would not be acquainted with JAMPAGNA 


Mr3, CHARLES. KASPER, wife of & Jenei s tore operator residing ato 


2917 Maple Avenue, advised that she and her husband have resided 
-at this address since October, 1949, and have known CAMPAGNA | 
and his wife since that time as neighbors in the vicinity. She > 


stated that sho has.not visited with the CAMPAGNAS, knows none 
of their close friends or associates, &nd has no iníormation 
concerning any business engaged in by subjedt-CAMPACNA or his 


wife. She stated that CAMA GNA speaks to other residents in - 


the vicinity but does not get on friendly terms witr them, and 


"the CAMPAGNA family remains much to themselves, She stated that 


for this reason, she does not have further information concerning 


the subject; however, she added that the neighbors rzgard subject 
CAMPAGNA as a fine man and nothing of a EPS nature is 


Anown concerning him in the neighborhood. 


Mp ROY JOHNSON, who is engaged: in medical —À a developing 
medical ins truments for use. in universities, residen:e address 
n Maple Avenue, advised that he has resided at this address © 


15 
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for nine years and has known the family of subjec: CAMPACNA during 
that time. He stated that he has a speaking acou:intance with 
CAMPAGNA since his release from Leavenworth Penituntiary; however, 
he is not intimately acquainted witn him and does not know the 
identity of any of CAMPAGNA's close friends, associates, or 
contacts and has no information concerning his business. Mr. 
JOHNSON stated that he has heard from other neighlors in the 
vicinity that CAMPAGNA owns a farm in Inciana anc he reportedly 
spends a good portion of his time on this ferm. Fe stated that 
CAMPAGNA or his family have caused no trouble whatsver in the 
neighborhood, live a quiet, retiring life, and nothing derogatory 
is known concerning him except what has appeared in newspaper 
articles. Mr. JOHNSON added that CAV PAGNA is well regarded in 

the neighborhood, 


Mrs, EVELYN D. SVITAK, 2929 Maple Avenue, acvised chat she has 
resided at this address for 12 years anc since the CAMPACNAS 
occupied an adjoining house she has known them dur'ng this time 
as neighbors; however, they have not become well acquainted 

and have not visited in any way. She stated that hey appeared 
to be quiet people who do not become intimate with any of the 
neighbors and remained much to themselves. She st: ted that neither 
GAMPAGNA ror his family have ¿ever caused any Cistubance in the 
neighborhood, are well regaraed by other neighbors, and nothing 
derogatory is known except what has appeared in local newspapers. 
Mrs. SVITAK stated that she knew no close friends cf CAMPACNA - 
or the identity of any of his visitors and had no information 
concerning his business activities or that of his wife. She : 
added that her husband, JOHN F. SVITAK, an automobile dealer for 
the Ford Motor Company at 6600 West Ogden Avenue, wrote a letter 
to the Pardon and Parole Board prior to subject CAM AGNA!s 
release from Leavenworth Penitentiary recommending chat he be 
paroled, She stated that her husband did this simply as a 
neighborly act since CAMPAGNA had caused no trouble in that 
neighborhood and she is certain that her husband ha. had no 
cause to change his minc in this regard, 


Mrs. SVELYN SVITAK, 29 gr 
at she resided at this address un:i bo 
and since that time her residence has b7C 


| [llinois; however, she visits on M 
frequently and knows subject CAMPACNA and his family. 
was unable to give any specific information concerning e Irienas, 


associates, or business activities of the subject. she stated 
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reputation: among the neighbors. 






advised hat she is 

a stuaent attending secretarial school in Chicago, subsequent 

to her graduation from college, and that she has known the 

CAMPACNA family for ten years. She stated that the subject 

has no close associates, to ner knowledge, in the reighborhood b7C 
except one individual named LANZILLOTTI , who resides in the | is 


dr 3000 block on Maple ho is a frequent visitor at x 
the CAMPAGNA home. stated — she has no information 
| regarding tne business activities o JA, She further | mE 


that she has attended schoo 
and be & nice who enjoys 3 good | 
reputation. — thet she knew nothin: derogatory _ 
| concerning t subject or his family in this neighborhood e. 
Mrs. ELSIR L. CooK, wife of RALPH L. COOK, an employee of 
the Western Electric Company residing at 2909 Maple Avenue ,. 
advised that she and her husband have lived at this address for 


| 13 years and have known subject CAMPAGNA and his wi.'s during this 
time; however, they have only known them as speakin: acquaintances. 






. and have not visited or engaged in any social activi ties with 


the CAMPAGNAS. She stated that they are quiet. individuals who 
either remain close at home or spend their time on iheir farm. 

in Indiana or Michigan, She stated that their compeny is not 

. above that of a mal family; however, she stated she did not 
know the identity of any. of the CAMPAGNAS! guests ari had no 
informe tion concerning his business or financial activities, 

Mrs. COOK stated that she belleved the CAMPAGNAS hac formerly 
used the name COOK since on several occasions celive-ies had been 


"^ made from Chieago department stores to her: residence and when 


she, Mrs, ELSIE COOK, explained that she had not orá>red such 
material, she noticed that the delivery trucks subse uehtly | 
delivered the same material to the CAMPAGNA. home. “lie had no 
further information in this regard. 


Mr. JOSEPH GEIGER, an ' employee of the Continental Ca: Company 
residing at 2933 Maple Avenue, advised that he hes resided at 
-this address for slightly over 20 years and hag knowr the CAMPAGNAS 
as neighbors since that time. He stated that ne knovs nothing 
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derogatory concerning LOUIS CAMPAGNA except what le has read in 
the newspapers since CAMPAGNA has caused no disturbance or trouble 
of any kind in the neighborhood... Mr. GEIGER stated that prior 

to 19112, CAMPAGNA used the name COOK; however, he believed that 
when an investigation started concerning CAMPAGNA in 1942, he 
started using his right name,.LOUIS CAMPAGNA. Mr. GEIGER related 
that_on. one occasion approximately 20 years ago, vhen his wife 

was having a child and he was in dire financial circumstances, 
subject CAMPAGNA, while not a close friend, approsched him and 
offered to assist him in any way whatever, commenting that he 

knew GEIGER was having financial difficulties. Mr. GEIGER 

stated that CAMPAGNA and his family lived comfortadly, owning a 
Cadillac automobile and having a hired man and a maid in the 
CAMPAGNA residence. He stated also that CAMPAGNA owns two farms, 
one in Indiana and one in Michigan, where he spend; a considerable 
portion of his time. Mr, GEIGER stated that he has no information 
concerning the business of CAMPAGNA, his associates, or his 
activities other than as stated above, He added tiat CAMPAGNA 
enjoys a good reputation among the neighbors and nothing derogatory 
is known concerning him except what has appeared iai the Chicago 
newspapers, 


Mr. ANTHONY J. LANZILLOTTI, salesman for the Moran: Brothers 
Beverage Company, residence address 3009 Maple Averue, advised E 
that he has known subject CAMPAGNA and his wife for at least 

25 years and visits frequently in their home. LAN7 ILLOTTI 

stated that he has never met any visitors at the CAMPACNA home 
except the hireá couple, BERT and MABLE FRANCIS anc the daughters 
and son of subject CAMPAGNA. He stated that CAMPACNA owns a 
farm at Berrien Springs, Michigan, and a farm lmowr as the L. C, | 
Ranch at Fowler, Indiana. According to LANZILLOTI 1, CAMPAGNA's A 
farm at Fowler, Indiana, is operated by JOE CAMPAGNA, son of the à 
subject, and the farm at Berrien Springs, Michigan, is operated É 
by an individual known as JIMMY FIORI (phonetic). 1e stated f 
that the only business activity he knows CAMPAGNA has engaged ; 
in is that of farming, raising cattle, hogs, chickens, and he 
knows that he has made a success financially out of his farming. 
LANZILLOTTI stated that he knows none of CAMPAGNA!s associates 
or close friends, has no information regarding his financial A 
transactions, and knows nothing derogatory regardinr him. He hy 
stated that CAMPAGNA is suffering from a heart ailmont, Mr. 
LANZILLOTTI added that CAMPAGNA is regarded as a he.pful neighbor 
who enjoys an excellent reputation on Maple Avenue. 


— 
Ew AS 
—— AS 


Mr. LANZILLOTTI added that MICHAEL J. ROMANO, Vice- resident of the 
Morand Brothers Beverage Company, 818 South May Street, Chicago, 


RE SANE Asi, cT 
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 wrote.& letter recommending CAMPAGNA's release fror the penitentiary. 
and he is certain that ROMANO wrote this letter simply because, 


E of a. long-time DRAR with CAMPAGNA, 





| The. files of the. Chicas Office sens ned no refer once to. 
, BD individual identifiable with ANTHONY Jj. LAWZILLOTTI, 


19. 
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The following investigation was conducted on November 27, 1952 
by SA DANTEL J, MC CARTHY: | 


The parole file of CHARLES “FOYE, also known as CHARLES GIOE, 
was received by SA DANIEL J. MC CARTHY at the office of the 
Probation Officer, Old Post Office Building, Chicago, Illinois. 
This file reflected that the subject, JOYE, was committed to 
Atlenta Penitentiary in December, 1943 and was transferred to 
Leavenworth Penitentiary in July, 1945 together with subjects 
PAUL RICCA and LOUIS CAMPAGNA. 


The file reflects that subject JOYE was born on February 6, 190k 


at Chicago, Illinois and presently resides at 200 Kast Chestnut 

Chicago, Illinois with his wife D DONT -—À 
It also reflects that subject had one brother, 

GIOE. his file reflects that the subject was married twice, 


the first time to A. MARIE CRAIG in 1932 at Indianola, lowa and be 


was divoreed from her in 1940 at Chicago, Illinois E" : 
| ! born of this marriage but his wife had PIC 
He marrie 8 


eM LD, in 1942. 


‘lage b | 8 wife has 
is is now 
A copy of the visitor's records at + | | 
d the — was visited by his 
also one JOHN STEELE, 325 fullerton Parkway, cago, 


an 
Illinois, and SIDNEY KORSHAK, a lawyer of Chicago, Illinois. 





second Wife, A BERTA LEACH, maiden nam 





na 3 4 Ar) DOM O nts má 





The file further reflects that the subject was released on parole 
on August 13, 1947. his file further indicates that prior to his 
arrest and conviction the subject listed employments as: 


1932-1936 
Sales Manager 
General Ticket Office; 


1936 to 1939 

member of Russell, 
Russell, Pierce and Joyey 
Promoters, offices at 162 North 
State Street; 


Ch 
AS 





1938 to 1940 | 
Du Fours and Rogers Worlds Fair 
New York City, 
personnel work 


1941 to 1944 

Don the Beachcomber 
101 East Walton, 
personnel work 


This file reflects that after subject's release from Leavenworth 

on August 13, 1947, he was employed at Consolidated Wire, an m 
associate company, 1635 South Clinton Street under the supervision 
of Mr. P.L. MANN, park owner, with a salary of $75 per week. 

He was 80 employed until picked up on an alleged violation of 

his parole in 1948, and upon winning his release from incarceration 
on & writ of habeas corpus, he went into business with one FRANK D. 


 PANTALEO under the trade name of Calumet Construction Company. 


He continued in business with this company until September of 1951 


when he went to work for the Carsons Enterprises, incorporated 





aa an Administrative Assistant to CHRIS CARSON, President of the 


company, at & selary of $150 per week. 


This file also reflects that in 1951 one MARK LIPSKY offered the 
subject midwest distributorship for "Griddle Mix", a ready-mix 
pancake product on a commission basis and the subject was to be 
his own boss. This employment was turned down by the Parole 


Board. 


The file reflects that the subject s ori inal perole advisor 
was to have been one HARRY A. ASH, Superintendent of Crime 


Prevention for the State of Illinois, whose resident address 


was 222 East Chestnut Street, 


The file also conteins information indicating that because of the 
publicity the subject received upén his release, Mr. ASH declined 
to act as his Parole Advisor, and one LOUIS J. PELTON, a fruit 
broker residing et 113 North Homan which is the Premier Hotel, 
has been acting as his Parole Advisor. 


The file reflects that subject JOYE has filed monthly parole 
reports with hie Parole Office since his release with the exception 
of several months where there was some question as to hls status 


. as a parolee because of the pending hearings on the writ of 


habeas corpus. 





2m 


| Interview with LOUIS PELTON o | | | 
The following Investigation was conduc ted by SA DA ¡TEL ds MC CARTHY: 


On December 2s 1952, LOUIS PE LTON, of 200 East Che: tnut Street, 
was interviewed because a review of the parole file for MAR. 
JOTE reflected that PELTON was his parole advisor, | 


C Mre PELTON advised that he nis known JOYE since 1938 or 1939,. - 
at which. time. he moved into the Senéca Hotel. at 200 pe Chestnut, ©. . 
- where JOYE resides. . He advised that he had no business: associations 

of any kind witn JOYE. Mr. PELTON stated that he «greed to act 

as JOYE!s parole advisor after JOYE had met him in the lobby of 

the hotel one evening and requested him to do so. He stated 
this request was necessary. because HARRY ASH, who had- originally: 
agreed to be JOYE's parole advisor, had reques ted to be relieved 
-of this responsibility. 


PELTON stated’ “that hbe- is presently engaged as a ‘flour broker, | 
with offices at 327 South La Salie Street, and that he had formerly. | 
-been an executive of the Fleischmann Yeast Company for 27 years». 
X PELTON further ‘stated that all of his assoclatiors sith JOYE were | 
of a social nature, but since agreeing to act as h.s parole 7 
advisor, he. has seen him between ten and twelve. times a month, La 
that he has checked up on various: places of employnent and verified 
subject's employment. | He stated that at the present time, to 
. his knowiedge, the subject is engaged as an. assistint to CHRIS 
 CARSONS, of the Carsons Enterprises, ino., and. that the. subject 
also operates & Small plastic molding business Wit offices at 
 11H8 West Erie Street. | | 7 


. Mr, PELTON advised that it. Xs his. opinion that the subject has 
 made.& sincere effort to abide by the terms. of his parole and 

| that he is satisfied the subject has severed all connection he 
may have had. with — of DO element in this . oh by and 

elsewhere, - | | | 


Es 
do 
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The following investigation was conducted by SAs PHILIP C, 
DUNNE and DANIEL J. McCARTHY: 


CHARLES J. JOYE of 200 East Chestnut Street, who has had his 
name legally changed to that spelling from GIOE, was inter- 
viewed November 29, 1952, at the Chicago Office of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, 


PERSONAL HISTORY AND BAOKGROUND 





Mr. JOYE advised that he had his name legally changed from the 
spelling of GIOE to JOYE at Ohicago, Illinois, in 1935. 


He stated that he was born in Chicago, Illinois, on February 6, 
190h; that his father, JOSEPH GIOE, and his mother, ROSE DAMATO 
GIOE, were both born in Italy, were married there, and came to 
the United States sometime prior to 1900. He further advised 
that he has only one brother, ANTHONY GIOE, who presently resides 
in the vicinity of Chicago and Cicero Ávenues, and who formerly 
resided at 5510 West Iowa about two years ago; that his brother 
had been married but has been divorced for the past ten years 

and has no children, He stated his brother is presently employed 
as a moving picture operator, 


JOYE stated that he attended school through the eighth grade, 
attending the George Washington School in Chicago, Illinois, 

and went to work at an early age as a messenger boy, JOYE stated 
that he has been married twice: that his first wife was OPAL 
CRAIG whom he married at Indianola, Iowa, in 1933, and divorced 
at Chicago, Illinois, sometime in 190, He stated there were 


no children as a result of this marriage, bu hat b ilfe had 
of 

to him, 

q vnav no married nis second wire, ALBERTA MCDONALD, in 

e nao af- ^ ES a ain [a ay i a MO Y P ade but that 


1942, a : ! 
she had} | who was 
married [oj —— —  — 1 1 1n —  — O — A He stated 
that his| ———— — ————————Inàd been employed by him for a short 
vael and was also employed as a 
or e Mary Ann Baking Company located at Palmer 
Avenue and Cicero, 
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JOYE advised that both of his parents are dead. He further 
stated that his wife at the present time, and for approximately 
four years, has an interest in the Angelo Restaurants, and 

that there are at present two restaurants in existence, one 

at Ogden and Erie and the other at Damen and Lawrence, JOYE 
stated that his wife purchased a one-third interest in these 
restaurants in 1948 and that her partners are PETER J. MARUCA 
and CHARLES SIGONA, and that the chain originally consisted 

of three restaurants, but the one on Wilson Avenue had been 
sold about a year ago. 


EMPLOYMENT 


Past Employment 


JOYE advised that prior to his conviotion in instant cese he 
had been associated in the operation of the "race wire" service 
in Chicago. He also stated that he had a financial interest 
in Don The Beachcomber at 101 Bast Walton Place. He advised 
that he, together with MIKE FRITZEL and JOE JACOBS, held a 
leasehold on the property at 101 East Walton Place and that 
they hed brought one DON BEACHCOMBER into the business and 

that BEACHCOMBER held a 50 per cent interest in the business, 
JOYE stated that he, FRITZEL and JACOBS each owned a 16-2/3 

per cent interest and that in 1942 he gave his interest to 

his wife. JOYE further advised that his wife sold her interest 
in this business to FRITZEL and JACOBS in 19h, but he did not 
recall what price she had received, 


Employment Since His Parole 


JOYE advised that upon his release on parole from Leavenworth 
Penitentiary on August 13, 1947, he went to work for the Con- 
solidated Wire and associated companies at 1635 South Clinton 
Street at a salary of $75 a week. He stated that his dutiss 
with Consolidated Wire consisted of screening new business 
ventures and general leg work for PAUL MANN, who is the owner 
of this company. He advised that he has known Mr. MANN for 
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approximately twelvo or thirteen years, that to the best of 
his recollection he first met him when MANN was a customer 
at Don the Beachcomber's, and that he and MANN also resided 
in the same building at 1300 Marine Drive a number of years 
ago. JOYE advised that he considered MANN to be a close 
personal friend of his and that he still sees him socially. 


information contained in the files of the Chicago Office 
concerning PAUL MANN will be set forth later in this report. 


JOYE further advised that in July, 1918, his parole was revoked 
end that he subsequently won his release on a writ of habeas 
corpus, He stated that after his release on the writ of 
habeas corpus he went into business with one FRANK PANTALEO 
in a partnership under the name of the Calumet Construction 
Company. He advised that he invested $5,000 in this business 
at the time of its inception, which money he stated he had had 
prior to his release. He further advised that the Calumet 
Construction Company is still in business, with offices at 
1146 West Erie Streot, but presently is in the process of 
liquidation, 


JOYE stated that FRANK PANTALEO is a young man whom he has 
known for a number of years, that PANTALEO had been in the 
service during the war in the Engineers and that when he met 
him some time in 1948, PANTALEO was endeavoring to operate a 
small construction company. JOYE advised that after going 
into business with PANTALEO they erected several outdoor movio 
theaters, built some homes, and that he had contracts with the 
Chicago White Sox Baseball Club and several other big organi- 
zations in the city. He stated that after his connection with 
the Calumet Construction Company became generally known and 
publicized in the papers, they lost a great deal of their 
business, and consequently are presently liquidating the same. 
JOYE further advised that PANTALEO has been known to his family 
for many years and that so far as he knows, PANTALEO has no 
record. 
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No information concerning FRANK PANTALEO was found in the filos 
of the Chicago Office, 


JOYE further advised that in September, 1951, he went to work 
for the Carsons Enterprises, Inc., as an administrative assistant 
to CHRIS CARSONS, president of the companye Carsons Enterprises, 
Ince, operate a string of sandwich and ice cream shops under 

the trade name Peter Pan and have about eight or nine such 

shops in the City of Chicago. JOYE stated that his salary 

in this capacity is $150 a week. He advised that his duties 

with the company consist of general administrative work for 

the president, handling of personnel and labor problems, and 

that because of connections he has in the city, he is able to 
obtain merchandise for a lower price than CARSONS could. 


JOYE stated that he first met Mr. CARSONS around October, 1950; 
that he is not certain as to who introduced him to him, but 

he believes it might have been LOUIS PELTON, who is JOYE!s 
parole supervisor and who as a food processor sells merchandise 
to Carsons Enterprises, Inc, 


JOYE advised that Me. CARSONS has sold his interest in the 
Peter Pan shops and that the transfer to the owner will be 
effective as of February, 1953. He stated that at the present 
time he does not know exactly what employment he is going to 
seek when the transfer takes place. He advised that CARSONS 
is contemplating the opening of a restaurant in Miami Beach 
but stated he did not believe that he would to go Miami Beach 
with Mr. CARSONS and was not contemplating investing any money 
in this venture. JOYE advised that at the present time he is 
merely an employee and has no other financial interest in the 
Carsons Enterprises Inc. 


No information concerning CHRIS CARSONS was located in the filos 
of the Chicago Office. 
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When first “interviewed. on November (29, — JOYE failed to: 
disclose that he had any other source of: inconie, c ther. than 
his salary.as an employee iof the Carson Enterprises. Subsequent 
J investigation disclosed. that JOYE was the owner. of the: Consolidated | 
Molding Company" at 2413. Clybourn Avenue, | Chicago. | 


"Upon being interviewed by SA DANIEL. A MC CARTHY cn December. cre 
(1952, JOYE admitted that he was the owner of the Consólidated. | 
Molding Company. He stated that his only. reason for not disclosing . 
that in. the prior interview is the fact that when his association ' 
| with any business became known through: publication in newspapers, : . 
up resulted in a definite loss of income and, as in the case of 
|^. the Calumet. Construction Company, necessitated the liquidation 
^ of the company. JOYE advised that. the Consolidated Molding. Company - 
- Wes organized as a corporation in June, 1952, He stated that. 
PAUL MANN. ‘is. pres! ent of this company, CHRIS CARS INS is secretary. 






d is the.’ — 
- JOYE stated that he is actually the ‘sole owner. 7 
is. organiza ien and that net. :1nc.0m6 from the 34me ginee . D. C 


July has been Approximately $500 a month. He stated. that the office 
of this company is located at 1148 Erie Street, LP: the plant. i 
h.e itself 4s located at 2413 Clybourn Avenue. : — 


mu x ‘JOYE advised ‘that he. purchased a molding Raóhihé from ihe. lache 
7. 2. “Molding Company, that.at the present time he has. oily one account 
for whom he is doing any work, the Tote- Brush Gompany. He stated 
he has boem unable -toa pur chase additional molding nachines but 
_. Af he could do:so; he would: be able Xo increase tho volume’ of 
. his. business ae dl — 
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PAYMENT OF BACK INCOME TAXES 
BY UNKNOWN PERSONS 


JOYE advised that the government at no time has had any lien 
against him for any unpaid income taxes, 


In connection with the payment of the past-due taxes of PAUL 
RICCA and LOUIS CAMPAGNA, JOYE denied knowing anything what- 
ever about who contributed the money for the payment of these 
liens, who made the collections, or who made the payment. He 
stated tho only lmowledge he had of this matter is what he 
has read in the papers since his releases 


JOYE advised that he has had no difficulty with the internal 
Revenue Department regarding his income tax matters at any 
time. 


PLANE TRIP FROM KANSAS CITY TO CHICAGO 
AUGUST 13, 1947 


JOYE advised that he, RICCA, and CAMPAGNA were all released from 


Leavenworth Penitentiary on August 13, 19473 that the three of 


them, together with four or five other individuals who were re- 


leased at the same time, took a bus from Leavenworth to Kansas 


City, Kansas, He stated that upon their arrival at tho Bus Depot 


at Kansas City they were met by EUGENENBERNSTEIN+ JOYE stated 


that he had never before met Mr, BERNSTEEN and that tho only time 


he has ever seen him since then was at a hearing on a petition 
for a writ of habeas corpus at Atlanta, Georgia. He further 
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advised that BERNSTEIN had four plane tickets to Chicago and 
that someone, he does not recall who, invited him to take the 
plane to Cnicago, and that he accepted the invitation; that 

he called his wife to tell her he was coming by plane and the 
time of arrivale JOYE stated that the prison authorities had 
provided him with rail transportation to Chicago and that upon 
his arrival in Chicago he mailed this back to the penitentiarya 
He further said: "If I had known all the trouble and difficulty 
this plane trip was going to get me into, I would have walked to 
Chicago," 


JOYE further stated that the four of them boarded the plane at 
Kansas City Airport and so far as he knows there were only four 
in their party. He advised that he did not know any other 
passengers on the plane except those in his immediate partys 
JOYE stated that upon his arrival at the airport in Chicago he 
was met by his wife and stepdaughter and went immediately to 
his residence at 200 East Chestnut Street, 


THE RICCA WEDDING 





JOYE advised that he did not attend the wedding reception of 
PAUL RICCAts daughter at the Blackstone Hotel in January of 
1940, He stated that he had not received an invitation to do 

so and tnat even if he had been invited he would not have attended 
because of the possibility of violation of his parole by associ- 
ating with other parolees or possible unsavory characters, He 
stated that he did not send a present to the bride and groom, 
and that he was not personally acquainted with and did not know 
the bridegroom or the bridegroomts familye JOYE further stated 
that he was not asked to make any contribution towards defraying 
the expenses of this reception, as is the custom in Italian 
weddings, and that he did not do so. JOYE also stated that he 
did not know who attended this wedding reception. 


MISCELLANEOUS 





JOYE advised that he resides at 200 East Chestnut, the Seneca 
Hotel, where he occupies a suite consisting of two bedrooms, a 
living room and kitchenette, with nis wife, stepdaughter, and 
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stepdaughter!s child. He stated he pays $175.00 a month rent 
for this apartment and that part of the living expenses are 
defrayed by his wifefs income from the Angelo Restaurants, 


JOYE turther stated that he had owned a summer home at Voltz 
Lake near Wilmot, Wisconsin, which was in his wife's name, 
and that this property was sold about four years ago for the 
sum of $27,000, 


JOYE stated that since his release on parole he has not associ- 
ated with CAMPAGNA, RICCA, or any known police characters, He 
advised that he was acquainted with one TONY GIZZO, & known 
racketeer in Kansas City, Kansas, but stated that he had met 

GIZZO when he, JOYE, was connected with the racing wire service 

in Chicago and had "laid off" bets with GIZZO+ He denied that 

he has had any association or contact with GIZZO since his releases 


JOYE further stated that he made his application for parole in 
a routine manner, and so far as he knows it received nothing but 
routine attention. He stated he paid no money to anyone and 
knows of no one doing so on his behalt in order to expodite 
obtaining his releases 


JOYE declined to make any statement concerning his present 
financial situation, 


JOYE stated that he was transferred from Atlanta, Georgia, 
Penitentiary to Leavenworth, Kansas, Penitentlary in July, 
1945. He stated thet this transfer was probably brought 
about because of the fact that there had been a riot at the 
Atlanta Penitentiary in late spring or early summer of 1915 
and that he, together with LOUIS CAMPAGNA, PAUL RICCA, PHILIP 
D'ANDREA and a busload of other prisoners, were transported 
from Atlanta to Leavenworth, 


JOYE advised that he did not know MAURY HUGHES, that he did 

not employ Mr. HUGHES to represent him in having a mail fraud 
indictment against him dismissed, and insofar as he knows, no 
one employed HUGHES for him, and he has never paid a portionate 
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share of the fee to anyone, 


JOYE also denied that he knew PAUL DILLON, stated that he 
had not employed DILION to represen him in the parole 
hearing and had never seen or talked to Mr. DILLON until 
DILLON testifled before the Kefauver Committee. He stated 
that he did not pay Mr. DILLON a fee and that so far as he 
knows, no one has done so on his behalf, 


The files of the Chicago Office reflect that PAUL L. MANN was 
born in Russia in April of 1069, Since 1913, he is residing 
with his wife at the Park Dearborn Hotel, 1260 North Dearborn 
Street. 


According to Hillts Reports, PAUL L. MANN is listed as the 
president of the Consolidated Wire and Associated Companies, 
with offices at 1635 South Clinton Street, 


Hill's Reports also reflect that he is the former president of 
the Consolidated Engineering and Laboratory and president of 
the International Photographers Industry, Ince 


The file further reflects that MARCUS-LIPSKY and LOU SCHNEIDER 
were arrested on August 28, 1946 by the Shreveport, Louisiana 
police for investigation.  LIPSKY is reported to have admitted 
that PAUL-MANN had financed everything he had been connected 
with or had purchased and stated that at that time ho was 
indebted to PAUL MANN for $00,000. He is reported to have said 
that MANN had financed JAMES WEINBERG, a known fence and Chicago 
hoodlum, in practically all of his dealings.  LIPSKY was 

— reported to have been endeavoring to break into the slot machine 
racket in Louisiana and Texas and the liquor distribution business 
in Louisiana, The files further reflect that LIPSKY deposited 
two $50,000 checks payable to him and drawn by PAUL MANN in a 
Dallas bank, that these funds were to be used to purchase coin 
operated machine companies. 


JOYE denied any knowledge of a JOY RYAN. 
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Interview with CHRIS CARSON, President, Pater Pan Snack 
Shops, Inc. 


CARSON was interviewed on December 1, 1952, by SAs EDWARD R. 
S5uCORS and JOHN L. BOYLE. Of particular interest was the fact 
that subject JOYE is presently employed by CARSON at a salary 
of $150 per week, 





CARSON states he became acquainted with JOYE during the fall 
of 1951. JOYE frequently came into the Peter Pan Shop located 
at 50 East Oak Street, Chicago, Illinois. About September 

or October, 1951, two investigators from the Office of 

the States Attorney interviewed CARSON in comnection with his 
acquaintance witn JOYE, At this particular time, he did not 
know JOYE by name. The investigators then produced a picture 
of JOYE which he immediately recognized. The purpose of 

the interview was apparently to establish JOVE!s whereabouts 
the night WILLIAM DRURY was murdered. CARSON upon seeing the 
picture states he then recalled that JOYE had been in his Oak 
Street shop on the night in question, 


sometime after his interview with the investigators, CARSON 
became better acquainted with JOYE. He claims he recognized 
JOYE as a man with ability to handle many problems. 4e also 
found that JOYE had good contacts around Chicago in the food 
business. In addition to this he felt he might be able to 
help JOYE by giving him a legitimate job. CARSON states there 
Was no specific factor involved in his hiring JOYZ, but that 
it was a combination of factors, including his growing friendship 
and genuine liking for JOYE, JOYE began his employment with 
the organization on October 1, 1951, at a salary of $150 per 
week. His salary is the same today, 


CARSON states he knows JOYE has not taken him into his complete 
confidence and claims he actually knows very little about JOYE, 

He states ho has seen the newspaper articles about JOYE but 

has no personal knowledge which would verify anything reported, 
He claims he had hopes the job ho gave JOYE would help straighten 
him out, but admits he didn't think, in view of JOYR!g background, 
that he was really in need of a job for the income. Ho states 

he inows JOYE's income is supplemontod by JOYE!s wifo!s interest 
in the ANGELO restaurants in tho Chicago aroa, 


CARSON has visited socially with JOY3 and his wife, but states 
he knows very little about JOYwWts activities outside his work 
for Peter Pan, CARSON states he does nob know either of the 
other subjects. 


l 
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CARSON states the only parties having any financial interest 

in tho Peter Pan Company are his wife, his uncle, JAMES MARKS, 

oue ABE EHRLICH and himself, He denies that JOYE has any 

interest whatever in the Company. He insists there was no pressure 
of any kind involved in his hiring JOYE and that theirs is 

a normal employer-employee relationship, and that he could 

fire JOYE at any time if he found it necessary, 


Asfar as specific duties, CARSON states JOYE does not have 

any particular part of the business to handle. JOYE does 

some personnel work, hirinr and firing employees; some purchasing 
and assists CARSON in any particular problems that might arise, 
CARSON claims JOYE has never introduced him to any persons 

sue contributed financially or in any other mamer to the 
usiness, 


CARSON started the Peter Pan Company in 1916, Prior to that 
he operated the Toasty Shop, 17d. Ngrth Central, Amundsen 

Grill at Foster and Damen, and was a driver~salesman for 

the LLOYD HARRIS Pie Company. CARSON states he hos recently 

sold his interest in the PETER PAN Company to the omith Management 
Company and the new owners will take over February 1, 1953, 

CARSON states he plans to move to Miami, Florida, whore he 

Will operate just one Peter Pan Shop. He states he does not 

have any plans at present to take JOYE with him to Florida, 
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The following interview was conducted by SA FRANK H. MOORE and JOE C. 

WHEELEP on December 2, 1952, since information furnished by the United States 
Probation Officer, Chicago, indicated that GIOE was employed by the 
Consolidated Wire Company, 1635 South Clinton Street, Chicago, Illinois, 
from his release on parole in 1917. 


PAUL MANN, a partner in the operation of the Consolidated Wire Company with 
his brother JOSEPH MANN, advised that CHARLES GIOE was employed by him as 

a salesman for the Consolidated Wire Company upon his release on parole in 
19h7. MANNhad been acquainted with GIOE prior to his arrest and sentence in 
1943, at which time both he and GIOE lived in the building at 1300 Marine 
Drive, Chicago, Illinois. 


GIOE began his employment with the Consolidated Wire Company on September 16, 
19h7. This employment was terminated on July 19, 1918, when GIOE's parole 

was revoked and he was reincarcerated, During the entire period of employment, 
he drew $75 per week. MANN stated that he did not know the reason why 

GIOE did not return to the employment of the Consolidated Wire Compan y. 

He does not know whether this was the decision of GIOE or the decision of 

tre court but it was not a decision by the Consolidated Wire Company. 


When GIO“ was first employed, his duties were that of a salesman on the 
street, however, GIOE found this to be embarrassing because of the numerous 
questions which were asked of him. MANN could not state the length of time 
that GIOE was actually on the street working as a salesman but used the 
expression "almost no time at all". GIOE was then brought in off the street 
for the purpose of assisting PAUL MANN in the development of new products 
such as plastic lamps, and for the purpose of considering plastic potentials 
and markets. The Consolidated Wire Company went into this field but has since 
terminated this line of business. 


GICE is not related in any way to the MANN family. Neither GIOE nor anyone 
related to him have any financial interest in tbe Consolidated Wire Company. 
MANN stated that his only interest was the $75 per week which was paid to 
him while he was on the payroll of the company. 


MANN does not know PAUL RIOCA or LOUIS CAMPAGNA, except having met CAMPAGNA 

at the United States District Court in Atlanta. He did not attend the wedding 
of MARY RICCA. He presently associates socially with GIOk. He stated that he 
gave him à job upon his release fran the penitentiary to assist him in making 
a social adjustment. He feels that this adjustment has been successfully made. 
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GIOE, according to PAUL MANN, now operates the Consolidated Molding Company 
on Ulybourn Avenue, Chicago. MANN owns no interest and has had no interest 
in this concern. MANN indicated that he had suggested to GIOE that he 
considered going into the plastic business, and that such an account as the 
Tote Brush Company would be sufficient to carry the business. When GIOE 
bought the machine to go into business, MANN loaned him money which has now 
been repaid. MANN stated that he does not know how GIOE is making out in 
this business at the present time. 


GIOF was also in the construction business for a while but did not do very 
well. 


PAUL MANN stated that he did not participate in any way in the income tax 
settlement or in raising the bond for GIOE, CAMPAGNA or RICCA. 


| PAUL "ANN was subsequently recontacted for further information regarding 

the Consolidated Molding Company. He stated GIO: went into the plastic 
business about the early summer, 1952. At that time he paid by check for 
one of GIOZ!s machines in the amount of approximately $5000. This is the 
amount of the loan which has since been repaid by GIOE. The Consolidated 
Molding Company, as MANN recalls the name to be, is located in the building 
on North Clybourn Avenue where the Gem Uie Company was formerly located, 

and where the Totebrush Company is now located. This is 21411 North Olybourn. 


Tt is to be noted that a copy of the opinion of United States District Court 
Judge is. MARVIN UND:2%00D, Northern District of Georgia, rendered on September 
| 18, 1951 at Atlanta, Georgia in the Habeas Corpus proceeding of LOUIS CAMPAGNA 
| and CHARLES GIOB set forth infornation regarding GTOL!s activities as an 
employee of PAUL MANN and the Consolidated Wire Company. GIOE's investigation 
for the Consolidated Wire Company concerning the Gem Die and Mold Company is 
mentioned. Consolidated Wire then purchase: an interest in the Gem Die and 
Mold Company. The name of Gem Die and Mold Commany was later changed to 
Totebrush Company. While Consolidated Wire Company owned Gem Die and Yold 
Company, GIOE performed no duties for Gem. 
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| INTERVIEW WITE WILLIAM ENGSTROM, . 
 BOOKEEPER FOR CALUMET CONSTRUCTION - 
COMPANY AND CCHSOLIDATED MOLDING COMPANY 


The. Sold cu mS coh was —— on December à, 1952 * oy SAs JOEN L. 
BOYLE and FRANCIS B. JENKINS: 


WILLIAM ENGSTRO was interviewed at his office, 1148 West Erie Street. The 
prinoipel purpose of the interview with ENGSTROM was to determine the extent 
of participation of CHARLES GIOE in the operations of the Calumet Construction 
Company and the 2onsolidated Molding Company, both of which are listed as 
PAKANE OST EUAN as 1143 Wost Erie Streete 


| ENCSTROM avisa that he had been originally retained by FRANK PANTALEO as 
bookkeeper for the Caiumet Construction Company. He stated the construction 
company had originated as a partnership. between CHARLES GIOE and FRANK PANTALEO: 
in July or Augus“ of 1949 but that he had never seen any legal partnership ' 
papers setting up the company. He believed the original investment by GIOE 
consisted of $5,000 in cash with PANTALEO contributing tools and equipment as 
well as approximately two or three thousand dollars in cash. The profits 

of the business vere split on a fifty-fifty basis. The company engaged in 
general contracting. During the operation, according to ENGSTROM, GIOE was 
active in soliciting business, collecting debts, public relations, etc., but 

_ not in the actual manual work involved in the constructing business. This 
company maintained a banking account at the National Security Bank and checks 
were signed by either or both of the partners, . ENCSTROM recalled that net 
income for each partner from the operations of the business was approximately 
eight to ten thousand dollars in 1950 and approximately $9,000 in 1951 for each 
partner. He stated he, ENGSTROM, had prepared the income tax returns for the 
company as well as helping GIOE prepare his personal income tax returns dur ing 
these yoona 


He stated the business had ceased operating under its own name in February, 
1952 although there were several delinquent accounts which were still out- 
standing. This break up in the business was allegedly due to the fact that 
collections had been hard to make and that several. disagreements had arisen 
between PANTALEO and GIOE because of the manner in which PANTALEO had been 
hendling several cf the contracting jobs.  ENGSTROM added that PANTALEO is 
now in business for himself, operating out of his ume at 2714 North Kimball 
Avenue, 


OS 
op 
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Concerning the Consolidated Molding Company, ENGSTROM stated 

the office is listed at 1118 West Brie Street but that the plant 
is actually located at 2714 North Clybourn. ENGSTROM recalled 
that this company was incorporated by PAUL MANN and several 
other men whose names he could not recall and that GIOE is 
listed as an employee whose position, he believed, to be manager 
with a salary. of $500.90 per month. He stated the incorporation 
papers were drawn up by attorney ALBERT Je DEUTCH of 1 LaSalle 
Street, in approximately July, 1952. ENGSTROM believed GTOE 
invested the money to buy a machine used in the business as 

well as two or three thousand dollars in cash to set up a 
checking account at the National Security Bank. 


it should be noted that in connection with the above two companies, 
ENGSTROM stated he did not have the books at his office at the time 
of tho intorview and stated they were in tho possession of GIOR, 
PANTALEO, or MANN, 


On December 3, 1952, ENGSTROM and GIO# were contacted at the 
offices of the Consolidated Molding Company and made available 

the books of the Calumet Construction Company and the Consolidated 
Molding Company for review by this office, These books which 

nave been obtained will be reviewed and the results set forth 

at a later dates. 


INTERVIEW WITH FRANK Ve FANTALEO 


Gn December 3, 1952, FRANE Ve FANTALEO was interviewed at the 
Chicago office by Special Acents JOHN Le BOYLE and FRANCIS Be 
JENKINS inasumch as he had been a partnor with CHARLES GIOE 

in the operation of the Calumet Construction Companys. PANTALEO, 
who resides at 271% North Kimball, Chicagos Illinois, advised 
that he had known GIOE all his life having been raised in the 
same neighborhood with him but was not acquainted with any of 
the other subjects of this caso, 


after being discharged from the Marine Corps in November, 19.5, 
PANTALEO began working as an individual maintenance contractor. 
FANTALEO found that he was taking on more work than he could 
handle as an individual and for that reason was interested in 
expanding his operations 
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Early in 1919 he recalls meeting subject GIOE in a restaurante 

They began discussing the matter of contracting business and 

PANTALEO suggested that together in a partnership they might 

be able to make some money. Based on this discussion, the | 
partnership known as the Calumet Construction Company was form- | 
ode 


CHAHLES GIOE invested $5,000.00 to establish his interest in 
the partnership. PANTALEO owned a truck and some equipment 
and these, together with his experience and knowledge of the 
construction business, were his investmente 


PANTALEO stated he did all theestimating, supervising, and 
other field work. He statod GIOE spent several hours a day in 
the office handling the telephone calls, furnishing instructions 
to the various suppliers and subcontractors and doinz other 
miscellaneous clerical duties, 


PANTALEO stated that each received something less than $6,000.00 
PI approximately $7,000.00 each in 1950 and $7,500.00 each 
in 1951, 


Because of collection problems, labor problems, and other diffi- 
culties arising in connection with various jobs, PANTALEO stated 
they decided to dissolve their partnership. For all intents and 
purposes, the partnership was dissolved by the end of 19516 Any 
business reflected on the books and records in 1952 are collection 
matters and certain other matters necessary in the completion of 
contracts already begune 


PANTALEO stated he now operates again as an individual contractor 
and e" out of his home at 2714 North Kimball, Chicago, 
Illinois. 


PANTALEO was asked if he could furnish any information in con- 
nection with subject GIOE!s activities outside those specifically 
relative to the Calumet Construction Company.  PANTALEO claims 

he was with GIOE at least three or four nights a week for at 
least part of those nishtse He said thoir activities on these 
particular nights consisted of having dinner, visitins at each 
other's homes, playing pinochle, and watching television. 
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PANTALEO stated that he knows of no associates GIOR may have 
had since being paroled from prison, 


PANTALEO stated there was no one specific factor on which his 
partnership with subject GIOE was based. He stated it was a 
combination of factors including his long friendship with GIOZ, 

the fact that he had a genuine liking for GIOS, that GIOE was | 
probably in & position to invest money in the business and that | 
he may have some contacts which could bring business to the 

company» 


PANTALEO claimed that he has no knowledge whatever concerning 
the organization or the affairs of the Consolidated Molding | 
Conpanye | 








INTERVIEW WITH MIKE FRITZEL 


The following investigation was conducted by SA DANIEL J. 
MC CARTHY: 


MIKE PRITZEL, one of the owners of Fritzol!s Restaurant, 
located at State and Lake Streets, was interviewed on 
December l, 1952, Mr. FRITZEL advised in 1939 or 1940, 

he was not sure which, CHARLES JOYE, JOE JACOBS and himself 
acquired the leasehold on the property at 101 East Walton 
Place, Chicago, and that the premises were then occupied 

by a restaurant, He stated they brought DON BEACHCOMBER 
into the business and that BEACHCOMBER owned a 50 percent 
interest, the remaining 50 per cent being divided equally 
between himself, JACOBS and JOYE. Mr. FRITZEL advised that 
to the best of his recollection JOYE disposed of his interest 
to his, JOYE!s wife, in 1942 or 19134 and that subsequently 
he and JACOBS purchased her interest in the business. He 
did not recall what price was paid for this interest. 


He further advised that at the present time the business is 

owned by CORA SUND, who is the divorced wife of DON BEACHCOMBER, 
and who owns a 50 per cent interest. The remaining 50 per cent 
is equally divided between himself and his partner BILL JACOBS. 
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REVIEW OF FILES AT THE UNITED STATES 
PROBATTON AND PAROLE OFFICE, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS, 
REGARDING PAUL DE LUCIA 








The following investigation was conducted on November lh, 1952, 


by Special Agents JOHN R. PHILIPS, JR. and FRANCIS W. MATTHYS. 


The file at the Probation Office disclosed that the first 
information concerning the wedding of DE LUCIA!s daughter 
was in a running memorandum prepared by Probation Officer 
JOSEPH G. COLOSIMO for the file, reflecting a brief summary 
of each contact he had with DE LUCIA. The first mention 

of the wedding was dated October 22, 194.7 to the effect that 
DE LUCIA stated that he bought two Cadillac cars, one for 
himself, and one for his daughter, MARY, who expected to 
marry in 1948. At that time, DE LUCIA asked COLOSIMO if he 
could attend his daughter's wedding in the spring of 1918, 
and he was told that such attendance would in no way effect 
his parole as long as he kept himself inconspicuous and 
brought no embarrassment to the officer or the Parole Board, 
The next mention of this wedding was dated December 30, 1917, 
when DE LUCIA told COLOSIMO that his daughter, MARY, was 
getting married in January, 19h80, end that a reception would 
be held at the Palmer House Hotel. The next reference to 
the wedding appeared under date of April 12, 1918, in an 
entry in the running memorandum stating that COLOSIMO had 
lunch with DE LUCIA at the Palmer House where he showed 

DE LUCIA an article in the St. Louis Post Dispatch (not 
further described). It was stated that DE LUCIA was amused 
at the article and remarked that there were only 20 guests 
at the wedding breakfast and 500 guests at the reception of 
his daughter's wedding. DE LUCIA said the news story was a 
"bunch of lies", 


Under date of May 27, 1947 (this date immediately follows 

an entry dated May 26, 19h80), COLOSIMO noted that he 
discussed source of income with DE LUCIA, and examined an 
accounting book which DE LUCIA had in his desk. DE LUCTA 
said he would furnish officer with a full financial report 
at the end of the year when all information became available 
from his farm operation. This information was furnished to 
Mr. URICH, Parole Executive, Washington, D.C. by notation 
on DE LUCIA's monthly report for May, 19438. 
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The next and final entry in the running memorandum concerning 
the wedding appeared under date of July 9, 1948, and is being 
Set forth verbatim: 


"7/9/48 DE LUCIA in office with officer and Mr. FISHER. 

He sald he had evidence to prove that he did not pay for the 
wedding from his own funds and had receipts which were in 
the name of ALEX PONZIO and not his. He also has a list of 
all. the contributors at the wedding and that he will prove 
that the wedding expenses were paid from cash contributions 
of the guests. He also said he has not associated with any- 
one of poor reputation and is able to prove that in Court 

or to the Parole Board. He did say that he had some more 
dealings to complete with FRANCIS G. CURRY on the purchase 
of the farm machinery which CURRY had left him to buy so 

he could use on the farm. It was suggested to him that he 
deal by correspondence through his bookkeeper rather than 
try to contact CURRY personally. He agreed to follow through 
on the plan and had the consent to do so on the approval of 
the officer and Mr. FISHER, Chief, who concurred, Mr, 

DE LUCIA said it was foolish for one to think that he would 
violate the conditions of his parole which was granted to 
him. He did not or ever intended to make a move without 
advising the Probation Officer first and so far he has 
communicated with the officer on all matters concerning him- 
Self, his farm, etc. In closing his remarks to the officer, 
Mr. DE LUCIA said 'IU is an honor to bo on parole and I never 
had any intentions of ever violating my parole and if I 

haye to go back to prison, I will die there and I intend to 
fight this thing through because I am not a violator as 
others would want to make you belieye!. 


JG CAN" 


There was also in the file, two sheets of yellow lined paper 
with pencil notes appearing to be notes taken during the 
conference quoted immediately above. These notes are set 
forth as follows: 


11/9/48 Wedding Note Total Expenses $25,657.07. 
Bills - name of ALEX PONZIO» Saw bills, 
Wedding reception was paid for from monies 
received. 
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Has a list of all the contributors,  Contri- 
butions more than enough to cover wedding. 
Hes & record of all monies contributed and 
names and addresses of guests. 

Wedding bilis paid 1/26/48 Blackstone Hotel. 
If a showdown (illegible, but believed to be 
showdown) witnesses are willing to testify." 
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INTERVIEW WITH JOSEPH COLOSIMO, 
PAROLE OFFICER, REGARDING DR LUCIA 


The following investigation was conducted by Special agents 
JOHN Re PHILIPS, JR. and FRANCIS W. MATTHYS. 


Mr. COLOSIMO advised that in October, 1917, during a routine 
contact with PAUL DE LUCIA at his farm, DE LUCIA told him 
that his daughter, MARY, was to be married and he desired to 
know whether or not he would be permitted to attend this 
wedding. COLOSIMO told the subject that he could attend but 
cautioned him to be careful not to do anything questionable 
or cause any embarrassment to himself or the Parole Officer, 
pointing out to DA LUCIA that he, COLOSIMO, considered it a 
father's duty to attend and to participate at his daughter's 
wedding, 


Again in December, 1947, during a routine contact with DE LUCIA 
at his home, the wedding was mentioned and again DE LUCIA 
sought permission to participate, this time telling COLOSIMO 
that the reception would cost some money but that the cost 
would be paid not from DE LUCIA's funds but from those funds 
contributed to the bridal couple.  COLOSIMO again gave DE LUCIA 
permission. 


In July, 1940, shortly after the issuance of the first parole 
violatort3 warrant for DE LUCIA, and his subsequent release 
on a writ of habeas corpus, COLOSIMO and his superior CHARLES 
W. FISHER determined to learn from DE LUCIA the true facts 
concerning the source of the wedding reception funds. They 
called DE LUCIA to their office where he was intervie wed 

by both COLOSIMO and Mr. FISHER. according to COLOSIMO, at 
that time DE LUCIA displayed to him the receipted bills 
covering the cost of the wedding reception.  COLOSIMO noted 
that these bills were all made to one ALEX PONZIO, reported 
to be the father of the groom. DE LUCIA also showed to 
COLOSIMO a black bound guest book in which there was a list 
of all the attending guests totalling about 735. Following 
the guests! names was the amount of his gift to the bridal 
couple. According to COLOSIMO the amounts were already 

added up showing a total in excess of $50,000.  COLOSIMO 

Said that DE LUCIA told him and FISHER that the cost of the 
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wedding reception was paid from these gifts and that none of 
the cost was borne by him.  COLOSIMO made no notes of any 

of the names or announcements from this guest book or from 
the bills displayed by DE LUCIA but he recalled the names 
TONY ACCARDO, CHARLES GIOE, LOUIS CAMPAGNA, and possibly 
others of a similar name being listed as donors. COLOSIMO 
Stated that to his knowledge none of these persons, who were 
of questionable reputation, actually attended the wedding 
affair but had sent thengifts of cash. 


COLOSIMO stated that following this interview with DE LUCIA, 
he and his superior Mr. FISHER were satisfied that DE LUCIA 
had not misrepresented the January, 194.8 Parole Report 

when he omitted the wedding expenditures therefrom. As a 
consequence, they considered the matter so far as their 
office was concerned, to be closed, 
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INTERVIEW OP PAUL DE LUCIA, 
| wa. Paul Ricca 


On November 29, 1952, PAUL DE LUCIA was interviewed by SA's 
MARIO GREGORIO and FRANCIS W. MATTHYS at his residance, 612 
North Lathrop, River Forest, Iiiinois. DE LUCIA advised 

that he had consuited his attorney prior to this interview 
&nd had been advised by his attorney to answer all questions 
to the best of his ability, but tnat it would not be necessary 
for him to go into detail on matters that had previously been 
discussed by him in many previous interviews, 


' The Wedding Reception | 


DE LUCIA'S daughter, MARY, was keeping company in 1946 with 
ALEX PONZIO and had visited DE LUCIA at the penitentiary telling 
him that she and ALEX planned to be married but that because | 
she desired that her father give her away at the altar it was - $ 
her intention to await her father's release from jail before setting 
the wedding date. She had no knowledge as to when the father | 
would be released, according to Di LUCIA, nor had he nimself 

any information regarding his release and, therefore, he recommended 
to her that she not postpone the wedding because cf the indefinite 
wait that might be incurred. 


When in August, 1947 he was released on parolé, he contacted 

his friend, TOM KELLY, the manager of St. Hubert's Grill on 
Plymouth Court in Chicago, Illinois, within a wesx or two | 
after regaining his freedom and asked him to assist in making 

the arrangements in obtaining a ballroom, an orchestra, flowers, 
and other things incidental to a large wedding reception. 

With tne help of KELLY, the Blackstone Hotel was engaged for 

- the wedding breakfast and reception as was Buddy Moreno's | 

Band and flowers from Mangels. KELLY even went so far as to — | 
take MARY DE LUCIA to Blum's on South Michigan Avenue where MARY - 
purchased her trousseaus | mE | 


" 
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The breakfast and the reception tcok place at the Blackstone 
Hotel on January 24, 1948. To the best of his recollection some 
700 to 8Bu0 guests attended inoluding friends and relatives of | 
the DE LUCIAS and PONZIOS, Each of the guests, as is customary . 
in Italian weddings, contributed cash gifts to the bride and | 
groom at the time of the reception. This money was given usually 
in envelopes, sometimes with identifying names of ine donor, | 
other times with no identifying information on them, A total 

. or approximately $32,000 to $33,000 was contributed. This money 
after the reception was brought to his nome by "the kids" prior 
to their leaving on their honeymoon. It was his recollection 
that they stayed at the Blackstone Hotel for about two days 
before leaving town on their wedding trip. Much of the money 
was in large bilis, particularly $100 bills, some was in small 
denominations and for convenience in carrying and handling it 

he changed much of the smali money into $100 bills of his own © 
and on January 26, 1943 he personally paid all the bills incurred 
on account of the reception with the money which was collected 
at the reception. ‘Tne receipts he obtained were maie out in the 
name of Mrs. ALEX PONZIO except one wnich was in tho name of - 
ALEX PONZIO. In addition to the receipt to. the bilis at the 
hotel and for the florist and the orchestra, there were a few 
incidental bilis amounting to a few thousand doliarss. He has no 
receipts to back up these bilis. After the payment of ell bills 
there was, as he recalled, $2,000 or $3,00U remaining which the 
newly married couple used on their wedding trip to hew Yorke 


He made available the receipts wnich reflected that the Music 
Corporation of America, 430 North Mienigan Boulevard, was paid 
- $1,000 on January 20, 1948 in full payment; that Blum's, Ince, 

| 62h South Michigan Avenue, on January 26, 1948 was paid by cash © 
$9889.59: that Mangel Florist, 21 Hast Nonroe Strect, on January 
| 26, 1948 was paid by ceosh.:FA142.903 and that the Blackstone Hotel, 
Michigan Avenue at Bapo Drive on January 26, 1948 was paid =. 
| $12,32h.58. The totaf:bmount of the ea which DE LUCIA nad 
and made available. is $25,657.07. 


47 
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DE LUCIA stated that ne had a list ot the wedding guests who 
contributed to the bridal couple which list showec the amounts 
that each contributor made. He stated that, of ccurse, those 
contributions which were unidentified are not on tne list. 

He showed this list to Mr. JOSEPH COLOSIMO, who wes at that 
time his parole officer wno examined it but did not keep it 
inasmuch as the parole officer bad no need for the list and no 
one else ever snowed any interest in it, he was not too careful 
in maintaining it and-at the present time it is misiaid. He 
is certain that ne did not destroy tne dist but he d una ole 
to locate it. ! 


| Airplane Trip from Kansas City, Missouri, to Chicago 





With reference to the airplane trip from Kansas City, Misco: 
to Chicago, Illinois, immediately toilowing his reiease from 
Leavenworth Penitentiary on parole, he explained that Attorney _ 
BERNSTEIN, who was his attorney, had come to Kansas City, | 
Missouri, with two airplane tickets, one for PERNSTEIN himself 
and the other for LOUIS CAMPAGNA, whom BERASTEIN kaa expected was 
the only one wno would be released to return with him. However, 
when BERNSTEIN arrived they found that not oniy CAMPAGNA but 
DE LUCIA and GIOE nad also been released and it was necessary 
that the two tickets held in BERNSTEIN'S name be exchanged 
for four tickets. DE LUCIA insisted that there were but four | 
people in their party returning on this plane to Chicago and he 
identified them as BERNSTEIN, GIOE CAMPAGNA, and himself, | 
DE LUCIA. He stated that very likely tne questior. concerning 
six tickets held in. BERNSTEIN!S name arose because of the exchange  . 
of tickets and suggested that very likely the other two tickets were 
re-used without the name having been changed. | 


DE LUCIA! 5 Back Tae omo: Tax settiement 


DE LUCIA stated that the rama had made & cleim against 
him for $50,000 to $60,000 in back taxes. This tex assessment 
was paid by his attorney BERWSTEIN with monies cortriouted by 
unidentified friencs of DÉ LUCIA. He insisted thet he has 
absolutely no information concerning the iaenzity of these 


48 
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contributors. However, he stated it is nis intention to 
eventually repay these contributors after his p role nas been 
served. He stated that because he is on parole he .is unable 
to mingle with the people who would know the ieeritity of 
these contributors and hence is unable t6 learn who they Gre. 
He is confident that when ne is free to come and go &S he 
pleases he will be able to identify tnem and then if they are 


still aLive will repay them. a 
Associates and Activities 


De LUCIA asserts tnat his activities are confined to his home 
wita the exception of a biweekly trip to Camp Atterbury, Indiana, 
to visit his son who is in tne artillery and stationed at tnat 
camp or to frequent trips to Lone Beach, Indiana, waere nis 
daurhter and son-in-law, MARY and Livia PONZIO, now reside. 

For these trios ne nas blaniet authority from nis parole officer. 
According to nim, ne does not associate with any of nis old 
friends and nis only visitors are relatives. His living 

expenses are paid out of nis capital inasmuch as ne has no 
regular source of income. Tuis capital ne acquired for the 

most part, ne states, tnroush tne sale of nis farm in kendall 
County, Iilinois, in 1951 for $56U,000. According vo DE LUCIA, 
ne paid $132,000 for the farm in 1941. te nad a mortgage on 

tne farm waich nad to be paid off and ne nad incurred a debt of 
531,000 to FRANCIo CURKY, of Joliet, Illinois, for the purchase 
of farm machinery. 


During tne period of Di LUCIA!S confinement, CUR:Y rented tne 
farm from DE LUCIA for an amount equal to tne regular mortgage 
and tax payments and CURRY through the operation of the farm 
maintained ali of the profits therefrom. At the present time 
there is some difference of opinion between Di LUCIA and CURRY 
as to tne amount of money owing between them but DE LUCIA 
states tnat this difference of opinion will wait until bis 
parole expires at woich time tharouch personal negotiations 
they will reacn a settlement. He explaincd that this wait 

is necessary becavec his perole officer will not permit nin to 
contact SURRY because of CUnnY'S criminal backeround.e 


^ 


en ^U S n DE m AY — M eee o A 75 7 517 
DE LUCIA dented cu Tmowledve of & Jidix IXCCGI. 





CG 58-194 


- WMH:prm 


The following investigation regarding PAUL DE LUCIA, alias PAUL 
RICCA, was conducted by SA WALTER M. HIGGS, Jr. on dovember 29 
and December 1, 1952: ^ ow cies d u n | | : 


Investigation in the Neighborhood . 
C of PAUL DE LUCIA, alias paul Rieea, 
812 North Lathrop, River Forest,Illinois 





J Mr. BEN PILLICHIO, 820 North Lathrop, co-owner of Rash Liquor Stores, 
.q61 West Taylor Street, Chicago, Illinois, advised that PAUL DE 7 
LUCIA of 812 North Lathrop has been well known to nim as a neigh- — 


bor for several years but that he would have to consult his at- 
-torney before talktng further about anything. Mr. PILLICHIO agreed 

that after consulting his attorney, if he desired to comment fur- - 
ther coneerning PAUL DE LUCIA, he would contact this Agent.  FILLI- 
 CHIO never attempted to contact this Agent, and subseguent efforts 
to contact PILLICHIO produced negative results. —— | 


Detective PAT DALEY of the etective Bureau, Chicaro Police Je- 

partment, advised that B ILLICHIO, alias "FCGGIE" was the big- 
shot in the gambling set-up in the vicinity of Roosevelt Road | 
and Halstead Street during 1910, | I | 


Mr. RAYMOND L. MeVEAN, 753 North Ashlend Avenue, who is employed — 
as an attorney for the Office of Price Stabilizaticn, advised ' 
that he has been aware of the presence in the neighborhood of PAUL : 
RICCA as the occupant of the residence located et Cl2 Nortn Lathrop. 
Mr. MeVEAN said that neither he nor any of his family has ever seen 

any of the members of the RICCA household and therefore would be 
able to identify them only through photographs which had been pub= 
Lished in various newspapers. Mr. McVEAN said thet he does not jl 
know any of PAUL RICCATS activities during the lest five years and. 
does not know what type of business in which he enfeges, but added 
that RICCA and his family are almost always at home. Mr. McVEAN .. 
said that he has observed only a few visitors goin; to the RICCA 
residence but said thet he is unacle to identify ary of these in- | 
dividuals. . Mr. McVEAN concluded that RICCA and his family are 
excellent neighbors from the standpoint of being well behaved end ~ 
tending to their own affairs. E 


. o0. 
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Mrs. NELL MANZO, 815 North Ashléna, advised that "M moved. into 
her present residence during 1948 aná that no one in her family had | 
been acquainted with any of the members of the RICCA household 
prior to that time. . Mrs..MANZO said that although the RIGCA!s 
have a large number of visitors to their home, there is never any 
disturbance’ or unusual noise around the residence. Mrs. MANZO 
. said that it is her opinion that the ma jority of the visitors to 
. » the RICCA household are:relatives. Mrs. MANZO also said that the : 
- business activities, the identity oz visitors to the RICCA house- 
hold, as well as.any friends or associates of PAUL RICCA are wn- | 
known: to hán.. Mrs. MANZO. added . that Mr. RICCA rarely leaves his 
place of residence and that she knows nothing of his activities 
. Tor the past Tive years. 


Mr. HENRY M. HENRIKSEN, 807: North Aniana rta tiat he is the 
treasurer of the John R. Thompson Restaurants in Chicago, Illinois, 
and said that he knows PAUL RICCA only through artic es appearing 
. in the various newspapers in the Chicago area. Mr. FENRIKSEN said. 
that he redided in the neighborhood prior to the time Mr. RICCA 
: occupied his present residence and that all during tris period Mre 
 RIOCA has been an outstanding resident of the neighborhood in that 
| he maintains: his property in excellent condition end causes no dis 
- burbances of any description in the neighborhood. Mr. HENRIKSEN. 
said that he has never seen PAUL RICOA personally, ncr has he seen 
. eny of his associates visit him at his home. Mr. HEN3IKSEN added 
. that it would. appear that PAUL RICCA is always at homs, but said 
he does not know what type of business in which Mr. R RICCA is en- 
| gaged. 


> Mr. ALBERT H. GILBERT, 752 North Lathrop, a sales engineer employed 
pr the Ahlberg Bearing Company, Chicego, advised that he has re- 
LAU at his present residence for the past seven yeas and stated | 
that PAUL DE LUCIA and his femily were occupants of their present 
| residence at the time he.moved into the neighborhood. Mr. GlL- . o 
BERT said that he has no knowledge concerning the bus‘ness activities 
. or the associates of Mr, PAUL DE LUCIA, pointing out that Mr. DE LUCIA 
never associates with the other residents of the neighborhood. Mr. GIL- 
BERT said that it is so seldom when he observes Mr. DE LUCIA outside — 
of his residence that he doubts whether or not he could identify Mr. 
DE LUCIA if he met him on the street. Mr. OILBERT said that Mr. DE 
LUCIA and his family are excellent neighbors: and that the only un- 











OR 


ge activity ‘observed: 1n connection with the DE LUCIA oni EET 
hold was the. fact that- all visitors to the DE LUCI/ home either - 


^^ ' parked: their.cars or alighted: from taxicabs in front of Mr. GIL- 
—l 0 BERDIS. residence and walked north across «the intersection of | 
| ^; Lathrop and Chigago, Avenie ‘bo the. home of. PAUL DE I LUCiIA. | 


Mrs. FRED: HUMMBL;' 829. North Lathrop, advised that she has — | 
PAUL. RICCA by reputation and has been one of his neighbors for — 


D the past five years but has. absolutely no knowledge concerning | 


any of Mr. RICCA!s activities or the names and activities or the 


"^ games and activities. of any members of his family. Mrs. HUMMEL | 
Us 7 pefused to say. anything further, pointing out that she. had sb- 


-solutély no information concerning PAUL RICCA, ins! — that she 
never aSsoctatés with Jona in the RICCA family. | 


Mug. MARTIN. T, O'BRIEN. 839 Nórth Lathrop, ein teed. that she has 


“known PAUL RICCA as a resident: of her neighborhood for: 8pproXi- 
o. mately six or seven. years but pointed’ out that she has known: ^-^ 


the family. only ata’ distance and would describe them as good. - 7 
|" neighbors since. they havé never been the subject o. any. pi 
.Griticism by anyone in the’ neighborhood. Mrs. O'BFIEN. said that 


- shé has no kmowledge soncerning the business activi ties or the 
^. names of any visitors to the RICCA residence, but pointed out. 


| that Mr. RICCA. is almost always at home. Mrs. O'BRIEN concluded 


by: saying that PAUL RICCA and his femily ere apparently very close 


J = gak: Park, ai 2. 


- friends. and. associates of the FILLICHIO family: at 430 North Lathrop. 


“Contact — Police Officers. 
Oak Park Police: Department | 





PONO reme PREMONT- P. ‘WESTER, Oek Park Police Tisi. advised 


thet he has had absolutely no information concerning the activites — 


ci ta UR associates of PAUL RIGCA since RICCA was released from the. federal . 


enitentiary in 1917. Lt. NESTER pointed out that all of the in- 


d rotor in his possession regarding backpround irformation and 


^ the federal penitentiary. — 





. "alleged activities of PAUL RICCA is dated ae to his — from k 


Captain WEGA. Pe KOERBER, - osk Park police Departzient, — 
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tnet he has come into possession of absolutely no ¿nformation 
concerning the activities or associates of PAUL RICCA since his 
release from the federal penitentiary. Captain XOLRBER pointed 
out that as far as he can recall, none of the officers of the Oak 
Park Police Department have had any occasion to cortact PAUL RICCA 
in the official discharge of their duties, o 


Contact with Chief of Police 
Hiver Forest Police Department 
River. Forest, lllinois 


Chief CARL SODERLIN, River Forest Police Devarzmen*.y advised 

thet he is in possession of no worthwhile informet: on regarding 
the activities or essociates of PAUL RICCA during ihe period since 
he was released from the federal penitentiary. Chief sODERLIN 
pointed out that during 1950 he directed certain o'"'ficers of 

the River Forest Police Department to conduct perivdical checks 

£t the residence of PAUL RICCA, at which time thes: officers noted 
the license numbers of visitors to the RICCA home. Chief SODER- 
LIN said that from these license rumbers it was de:ermined who 

the visitors were to the RICCA residence, but sddei that all of the 
records and logs pertsining to these soot checks hrd now been de- 
stroyed. Chief SODERLIN concluded by Saying that us far as he 
knows, none of the officers of his depertment have had occasion 

to come in contact with PAUL RICCA in the course o. aischarging 
their official duties, | 
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Examination of Records 
Recorder, Kendall County, 
Yorkville, Illinois, 
concerning former farm 
property of PAUL DeLUCIA | 


Mr. THEODORE K, HOUSE, Circuit Clerk and Recorder, Kendell 
County, Yorkville, Illinois, on December 3, 1952, mede 
ovailable to SA CLAUDE W. BÚGLEY the followirg records 
regerding the forrer farm property of PAUL DeLUCIA. 


These records reflected that on February 27, 1942, the 
property was granted to PAUL and NANCY DeLUCÍA as joint 
tenants by the Prudential Insurance Company of America, 
Main Office, Newark, New Jersey. The Prudential Insurance 
Company of Ámerica held a first mortgage of $110,000 at 

7 per cent interest. Terms of this note were as follows: 


Payments of $5,000 annually dus 
the first of March, beginning 
March, 1943, ending March l, 1957. 


Payments of $2,000 annually from 
March 1, 1943, until March 1, 1957, 
at waich time the balance of the 
principal was due. 





ReFerral Consul: 


A Deed in Trust reflected that the property was deeded in trust 
by PAUL and NANCY DeLUCIA to the Oak Park National Bank, Oak 
Park, Illinois, on August 4, 1948. The Deed in Trust is recorded 
in Deed in Trust Book Nymber 103, page 570, 
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Ihe file also reflected a Trust Deed between the Oak Park 
National Bank and the Chicago Title and Trust Company, 
Chicago, Illinois, dated June 5, 1950. This is reflected 
as a second mortgage in the amount of $40,000. A release 
regarding this mortsage is recorded in Trust Records 
Release Book Number 64, page 173, dated March 16, 1951. 


Deed Record Book Number 109, Page 7h, reflects that on 
March 15, 1951, the Oak Park National Bank deeded the 
property to the Condon Farms, Inc., an Illinois corporation 
with principal offices in Bloomington, Illinois. 


Trust Record Book Number 64, page 236, reflected a Deed 
oi Release by the Prudential Insurance» Company of America 
to PAUL and NANCY DeLUCIA, indicating that note is fully 
paid and satisfied, 
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Neighborhood Investigation: DE LUCIA, 
Former Farm, Kendall County, Illinois: 





The following investigation was conducted by SAs WILLIAM J, 
BERWANGER and EDWARD R. SECORE, Jr., November 29, 1952. 


Mr, MERVIN WISSMILLER, Post Office Address Route 3, Newark 
Kendall County, Illinois, related that ne is part owner of 

the farm formerly owned by DE LUCIA.  WISSMILLER stated 

that all the land is owned by Mr. RICHARD CONDON, an attorney, 
New York City, New York, that he and his brother, ELDON, 

own 50% of the equipment to operate the farm and 50% of the 
livestock on the farm, that they split all the proceeds made 
on the farm fifty-fifty with Mr. CONDON, 


Mr. WISSMILLER advised that CONDON purchased the farm from 

DE LICIA in February of 1951, that the transaction was handled 
by a BILL SUSICK, a real estate dealer in Joliet, Illinois, 
and that the dsal was closed at the Oak Park National Bank, 
Oak Park, Illinois, he being present at that time. WISSMMILLER 
related that at the time of tho sale, he believed there was 

an $80,000 mortgage against the farm and possibly other 
mortgages, amount unknown, against the property. Ue advised 
“that he had no knowledge of the individuals involved in 
resard to the $80,000 mortgage or other mortgages. 


WLSS"ILL*SR advised that DE LUCIA received something over 
$500,000 for the farm, that to his knowledge, CONDON had not 
been acquainted with DE LUCIA before the deal, CONDON doing 
referred to DE LUCIA or CUSICK by another bank due to his 
interest in purchasing the farm in Illinois, 


Mr. WISSMILLSR related that he had vary little contact with 
Da LUCIA regerdins the farm. He had met him on ons occasion 
at which time, DE LUCIA showed him the place and to his 
knowledge, he knows nothing derogatory concarning DE LUCIA. 
fie advised that the only individuals he knew to be on the 
farm with DE LUCIA was a cook and another handyman whom he 
referred to as SPAGHET or RED. WISSMILLER advised that 
neither he nor his brother have hoard any complaints regarding 
DE LJOIA!s conduct when he had the farm from any of the 
neighboring farmers or any other individual, He stated that 
he has had contact with individuals who had done some 
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work for DE LUCIA on the farm and that everyone spoke 
highly regarding DE LUCIA. 


Mr. WISSMILLER advised that an individual by the name of 
ART CONN managed the farm for DE LUCIA prior to the time 
DE LUCIA sold it. WISSMILLER had no knowledge of where 
CONN could be located with the exception he may be found 
in the vicinity of Seneca, Illinois. 


Mr. OSCAR THOMPSON, Fost Office Address, Route 3, Newark, 
Kendall County, Illinois, who owns the property adjoining 
the Di LUCIA farm, related that he has lived on his farm 
all his life and was acquainted with DE LUCIA as a neighbor 
from the summer of 191.7 until DE LUCIA sold the farm in 
February of 1951, THOMPSON advised that to his knowledge, 
he mew of nothing unfavorable regarding DE LUCIA!s 
character or conduct from the period 1917 to 1951. He 
estimated that DE LUCIA spent about one-half of his time 
at the farm, mostly during the summer, that everyone who 
came in contact with him or had some business dealing with 
DE LUCIA liked him and never said anything derogatory 
regarding DE LUCTA, 


Mr. THOMPSON advised that he is also Personal Property Tax 
Assessor for Biegrove Township, and in the years 19148, 1919 and 
1950, assessed DE LUCIA for his personal property. He said 
that DE LUCIA paid his tax without any hesitation at all 

and once made the comment to him in words to the effect that, 
they are after me ana I want to pay all my taxes. THOMPSON 
advised that he did not enter DE LUCIA!s house to assess 

his property and merely took DE LUCIA!s values at his word, 


THOMPSON further stated that his contact with DE LUCIA outside 
of the tax assessing matters was that of farmer to farmer, 

in that they discussed the problems regarding the farm, that 

he never had any intimate social contact with Di LUCIA, 

nor did he know of any other neighbors in the vicinity who 

had any social contact with him, He advised that there were 
occasions when there might be several big eutomobiles, Cadillac, 
parked at DE LUCIA!s residence but he nover observed any 
activity which he considers unfavorable regarding DE LUCIA!s 
character or conduct, 


Mr. THOMFSON related that he did not know the identity of 
any individuals who stayed at the farm with DE LUCIA other 
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his wife or immediate family being there on occasions, He 

further advised that he knew that DE LUCIA had one individual 

who was a cook and that a man by the name of ART CONN managed 

the farm for DE LUCIA. Prior to CONN!s employment at managing 

the farm, DE LUCIA employed an individual by the name of 

STANLEY STREMLAU, THOMPSON advised that CONN managed the 

farm for approximately 2 years, that his employment was terminated 
when the farm was sold and STREMLAU managed it prior to that 

time. THOMPSON further advised that he had no knowledge of 

the present whereabouts of CONN or STREMLAU. 


Sheriff WILLIAM C, JOHNSON, Yorkville, Kendall County, Illinois, 
advised that he has been sheriff of Kendall County since 
December, 1950, Sheriff JOHNSON stated he has never seen 

DE LUCIA and that he has no personal knowledge of any activity 
at DE LUCIA!s farm which would be derogatory or reflect 
unfavorably of his character or conduct, He further advised 
thet he has never received a complaint from any of the 
individual farmers who reside in the vicinity of DE LUCIAts 
farm regarding any activity or suspicions which would reflect 
unfavorably upon DE LUCIA!s character or conduct, 


Mr. W. E. HAYDON, Yorkville, Kendall County, Illinois, 

advised that he was formerly sheriff of Kendall County from 
194.6 to 1950, and that he is presently Justice of the Peace 

at Yorkville. Mr. HAYDON related that he has resided in 
Kendall County all his life and that during his term of office 
as sheriff and in his present capacity as Justice of the Peace, 
he had never received any complaints regarding DE LUCIA!s 
character or conduct from any of the neighboring farmers, 

Ho advised he had no personal or official contact with DE LUCIA 
himself during the above stated period of time. 


Mr. HAYDON advised that one incident occurred in the spring 

of 1950, when a photographer from "Colliers" magazine contacted 
him and wanted him as sheriff to accompany him to the DE LUCTA 
farm, The photographer stated he wanted to get some pictures 
of the farm. HAYDON related that they proceeded to the 

farm aná on a country road the photographer began to take 
pictures when an unidentified individual came up to them and 
asked what they were doing. HAYDON then identifiea himself 

as sheriff and stated that the photographer had a perfect 

right to take pictures from the road. The unidentified individual 
did not protest any further and the photographer continued 

to take the pictures, HAYDON advised that this individual 

did not seemed to be armed or did he threaten them in any 
manner and that he had no knowledge of any armed men around 
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DE LUCIA's property. 


sergeant JACK JONES, Illinois State Policeman, Joliet District, 
Joliet, Illinois, related that he has lived in the vicinity 
of Kendall County for twentyseven years and has been with 
the Illinois State Police for four years, during this 
pariod of time has always been stationed at Joliet, Illinois, 
sergeant JONES said that he had knowledge of DE LUCIA owning 
a farm in South Kenvall County, but could recall nothing 

ever coming to his attention which would indicate that 
DE LUCIA engaged in any activities which would reflect 
unfavorably in regard to character or conduct. He advised that 
he had never received any complaints from other individuals 
living in the vicinity of the farm nor has he heard anythine 
derogatory from other police officers working in the area, 
JONES advised that during the period of DE LUCIA's imprisonment 
he understood that the farm was handled by FRANCIS CURRY. 
Sergeant JACK JONES related that the identity of any individuals 
E worked or assisted DE LUCIA on his farm was unknown to 

im. 
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INTERVIEW WITH ALESANDRO B. PONZLO, SR. 
. aka. Alex Ponzio 


On November 29, 1952, ALESANDRO PONZIO, SH., was interviewed bs 
SAs FRANCIS W. MATTHYS and MARIO GREGORIO at his residence, 1138 
North Oak Park Avenue, Oak Park, Illinois}, Mr. PONZIO, SR., was 
interviewed inasmuch as he is the father of ALEX PONZIO, JRey - 


husband of MARY DE LUCIA PONZIO, daughter of PAUL DE LUCIA. 


Mr. PONZIO, SR., advised that according to Italian customs 


^ " practiced 1 in the section of Italy where he was born the father 


of the groom 1s responsible for making arrangements and part 
of the payment for expenses incurréd from the wedding of the 
groom. Mr. PONZIO, SR., stated that in this respect another 
son, ORLANDO PONZIO, who is a teacher at Wright Junior College, 
Chicago, Illinois, made ali arrangements for the wedding in- 
cluding arrangements for the wedding reception Bnd payments 

of expenses incurred thereof. He stated that ORLA IDO PONZIO 


and ALEX PONZIO, JR., grew up together and lived inthe same : 
room until ALEX PONZIO, JR.'S weddinz and for this reason 


ORLANDO PONZIO was more than willing to make arranzements for 


the pending wedding. Mr. ALEX PONZIO, SR., further stated 
that he was busy at his employment with the Pennsylvania Railroad 
where he had been a sergeant of police for a number of years, 
"eventually retiring approximately two years ago after serving 


l3 years with that railroad. He stated that inasmuch as ne was 


busy with his employment ORLANDO PONZTO performed all the 


services of making arrangements tor the wedding. ie also stated 
that ORLANDO PONZIO was tne best man at the weddinz and arranged 


for payment of expenses incurred at the wedding after ALEX 
 PONZIO, JR., and his bride left Chicazo on their honeymoon 


approximately two days after TUS wedding which toox place on 
January. eh, — 


Mr. ALEX PONZIO, SR., stated that in accordance with customs 
"8t Italian weddings guésts contribute money to the bride and 


groom but he is not certain of the total amount of money con- 
tributed ux these — He, however, stated that although 


o0 
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he did not personally count the money or take any active part 

in payment of the bills relating to this reception ae was. of. 

| the opinion that the amount of expenses did not exceed $10,000. 

. He also stated that the amount of money contributed by the | 
| guests was found to be approximately $1,000 short of the total expenses 


and he thereby personally contributed $1,000 to tne amount 


 Inoorder to meet all of the expenses incurred by the wedding. 
He said that to the best of his recollection no amount of money 
-was left-over after payment of expenses and thereby no amount 
of money was given to the bride and groom to take on their 
honeymoon. E : m | | 


He further stated that ORLANDO PONZIO, when making payment for 
expenses incurred through this wedding approximately two days 
after the wedding, obtained receipts for this payment and he 
had personally seen these receipts which he believed to have been 
made in the name of his son, ALEX PONZIO, who was the groom. He 
further stated that he was of the opinion cash receipts were 
probably mislaid in the home but ne was not able to recoliect 
where these receipts could possibly have been mislaid or whether 
. they had been destroyed or iost. He said that ne is certain that 
‘these. receipts were never turned over to any individual because 
the receipts actually belonged to his son or in his own personal 
households . .— | | . | | | | 


Mr. PONZIO, SH., said that he has never heard of anyone named 
TOM KELLY nor. is he acquainted with any establishment known as St. 


JA Hubert!s Grill. He added that ne does not recall any information 


. concerning.one TOM KELLY or anyone associated with St. Hubert!s | 
Grill having made any. arrangements for the wedding. He also 
stated that to the best of his knowledge the only expenses 


^ . incurred by the family of the bride, namely the DE LUCIA family, 





^ "was possible payments for the bride's trousseau. He said that 
he had no idea regarding the cost of this trousseau or any . 
arrangements made for its payment but he was of the opinion 

. monies contributed by the guests were made in payment for expenses 
other than the trousseaue . E | 
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Mr. ALEX PONZIO, Sha, further stated that — and his family 
invited approximately 300 or 400 guests and the remainder of 

the guests which possibly amounted to 300 or LOO were invited 
by the family of the bride. Mr. PONZIO said that ne did not 
possess any list of guests invited to tne wedding and it would 
be practically impossible for him to recall all tne individuals 
-invited to the wedding. He, however, stated that a number of 
the persons present at the reception held at the Blackstone 
Hotel were unknown to him and he assumed that these were friends 
of the family of the bride. Mr. PONZIO added that ae had not 
met members of the DE LUCIA family prior to sometim2 in 1946 

at which time nis son, ALEX PONZIO, JH., started courting MARY 
DE LUCIA. He, however, stated that to tne best of nis recoliection 
sometime during the latter part of 1946 or early 1947 that his © 
Song ALEX PONZIO, Jr., related that ne was. planning to marry 
MARY DË LUCIA and it was at this time that plans and arrangements 
for the wedding and reception were started by tne PONZIO familye 
Mr. PONZIO, SRe, stated that ne is not closely associated with 
the DE LUCIA family at the present time and hes only exchanged 
casual visits with the DE LUCIA family since the above-mentioned 
marriage. He stated that he had not visited tne DE LUCIA family 
for approximately one year prior to the time of tnis interview. 


He, however, stated that his son, ALEX PONZIO, JRs, resided in 
the DE LUCIA nome for approximately two years after the marriage 
then purchased a nome in Elmwood Park, Iilinois, and two or 
three months ago moved to his present residence at Long Beach, 
Indiana, He said that his son is a manager of a parking lot 
near his residence in Indiana and to the best of his knowledge 
he is presently purchasing the home in which he resides. Mre 
PONZIO, 3H., stated he occasionally exchanges visits with Mr. 
and Mrs. ALEX PONZIO, JR., and ne does not believe that nis 
son, ALEX PON4IO, Re, entered into any business transactions 
with the DE LUCIA family. Mr. PONZIO said tnat inasmuch as ne 
is only casually acquainted with the DE LUCIA family he is 
thereby unable to furnish any information concernin: the 

present activities of PAUL DE LUCIA, 
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Tt is to be noted that the above information was at. first 
furnished to SA MARIO GREGORIO in Italian but ne thereafter 
reiterated all of the above information in Enziish in the 
presence of the two interviewing agents» This interview started 
at 1: 30 P.H. on November 29, 1952. 


Ato 9:15 P.M. the same evening ALEX PONZIO, SR,, was present 
col fa an interview with ORLANDO PONZIO. This interview was 
conducted by SA!s KENNETH D. SCHIEWE and MARIO GRECORIO. 


During the re-interview with ALEX PONZIO, She, NƏ cenied having 
stated that he or his Son, ORLANDO PONZIO, had made any arrangements 
for tbe above-mentioned wedding or reception; that any member of 
his family had paid any of the bills concerning the wedding or 
reception or that he had added $1,000 to the amount contributed 
by the guests in order to make the full expenses. During. tnis 
re-interview, ALEX PONZIO, SR., said that he is ungeble to recall 
any information concerning his son's, ALEX PONZIO, JH., marriage 
or concerning any other details concerning the wedding other than 
the fact that he was present at the wedding as the father of the 
groome At this time he also stated that ne believes PAUL DE LUCIA, 
his son, ALwX PONZIO, JR., or MARY DE LUCIA made arrangements 

for the wedding and reception but he is not positive of this fact. 
He further stated that he nas absolutely no knowledge of the 
activities of his son, ALEX PONZIO, JR., as regards this son's 
present employment, finances or Living conditions. During the 
course of tnis re-interview, Mr. FONZIO, SH., was asked whether — 
or not he had any contact with any member of the Di LUCIA 

family during the past week and after a few seconds of 

hesitation whereby he. exchanged glances with his son, ORLANDO, 
replied that he nad note 
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INTERVIEW WITH ORLANDO PONZIO 





ORLANDO PONZIO was interviewed at his residence, 1138 North 

Oak Park Avenue, Oak Park, Illinois, during the evening of 
November 29, 1952, by SAs KENNETH D. SCHEIWE and MARIO GREGORIO 
inasmuch as he was the best man for the wedding between ALEX 
PONZIO, JR. and MARY DE LUCIA, At this time ORLANDO PONZIO 
stated that he is employed as an instructor of biology at Wright 
Junior College &nd is the brother of ALEX PONZIO, JH, 


Tt is to be noted that during the interview with Mr, ALEX PONZIO, 
SRe which took plate during this same afternoon, November 29, 
1952, Mr. PONZIO, SR. advised that his sony ORLANDO PONZIO, had 
made arrangements for the wedding which was to take place between 
the above-mentioned individuals, At the time of the interview 
with Mr. ALEX PONZIO, SRe, ORLANDO PONZIO was not at home and his 
father stated that ORLANDO PONZIOta whereabouts was not known 

but that he may possibly be at the residence during the same 
eveninge 


Ab approximately 7:40 PeMe that same evening a telephone call 
was made to the residence of the PONZIOs in order to make an 
appointment with ORLANDO PONZIO for an interview. A lady who 
identified herself as Mrs. ALEX PONZIO, SH, answered the phones 
She stated she was aware Agents of the FBI had spoken with her 
husband during the afternoon, and she proceeded to call her son 
ORLANDO PONZIO to the phone, 


At the time the interview with ORLANDO PONZIO took place, starting 
at approximately 9:15 PeMe the same evening, ORLANDO PONZIO 
insisted that the interview be conducted in his study which is 
located across the hall from his parentst tedroom, At the time 

it was pointed out that his mother wis 111 in bed and he did not 
wish to close her door or the door to his study, Present during 
this interview, in addition to the Agents, was Mr. ALEX PONZIO, SR. 


At the start of the interview, ORLANDO PONZIO advised that he had 
not spoken with his father regarding a possible earlier interview 
with his father by FBI Agents. It is to be noted, however, that 
during the telephone conversation with Mrs. ALEX PONZIO, SR. and 
ORLANDO PONZIO, at which time an appointment for interview was 
made, both of the above individuals were aware that Agents of the 
FBI had been at their residence during the same afternoon for an 
interview with Mr. ALEX PONZIO, SB. 
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ORLANDO FONZIO advised that he had never met members of the 

DE LUCIA family until sometime during the middle of 1946, at 
which time Mrs. DE LUCIA visited his home, then located at 

1226 Edmer Street, Oak Park, Illinois, in order to visit Mrs, 
ALEX PONZIO, SR. He stated that his mother, Mrs. ALEX PONZIO, 
SR., had known Mrs, DE LUCIA for a number of years, having in 
fact been the godmother of Mrs. DE LUCIA during her baptism as 
a child, He stated, however, that the DE LUCIA family had not 
had any contact with his family prior to this time, according 
to his best recollections He said that on this visit, MARY 

DE LUCIA, daughter of Mrs. PAUL DE LUCIA, came to his residence 
in order to meet her mother, and this was the first meeting 
between ALEX PONZIO, JR, and MARY DE LUCIA. He added that soon 
thereafter, his brother, ALEX PONZIO, JRey who is commonly known 
as BEN PONZIO, started dating MARY DE LUCIA and this developed 
v courtship and they were eventually married during Janue ryy 
1940, i 


ORLANDO PONZIO at this time said he was unable to recall the 
exact time at which BEN and MARY DE LUCIA decided to be married, 
nor was he able to recall when they asked him to be best man 
for the weddings 


ORLANDO PONZIO said that he and his brother BEN had roomed tom 
gether since chilGhood, but he was unable to recall exactly the 
number of years difference in their ages; that they were possibly 
three or more years apart, He stated also that neither he nor 
his brother had ever discussed personal matters, He said that 
bis brother BEN never mentioned any details concerning the pro” 
posed courtship, engagement, or wedding. ORLANDO PONZIO further 
stated that although he is unable to recall when his brother had 
become engaged to MARY DE LUCIA or when he had been asked to be 
the best man, he personally was of the opinion that the "usual 
courtship and engagement" took place prior to the wedding, 


ORLANDO PONZIO also stated that he had absolutely nothing to do 
with arrangements for the wedding or the reception, nor had he 
performed any activity concerning the payment of bills after the 
wedding and the reception, He said that he was not aware of the 
amount of money contributed by guests at the wedding reception 
nor did he see the receptacle in which the money was placed, 
ORLANDO PONZIO addeá that he would not be able to ascertain 
whether all the money contributed by the guests was placed in 
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envelopes or wbether any of the money was in actual cash, oute 
side of envelopes, 


He said that he belleves his brother BEN or members of the 

DE LUCIA family possibly made all arrangements for the wedding 
and reception and also for the payment of -the bills after the 
wedding and reception, 


ORLANDO PONZIO said he was unable to recall any of the activity 
after the wedding reception, such as individuals handling the 
money contributed by the guests, length of time the bride and 
groom remained in the Chicago area prior to leaving on their 
honeymoon, or any of the other details, He added that to the 
best of his knowledge the bride and groom left on their honeymoon 
after the wedding reception, and he, ORLANDO PONZIO, took no 
active part in any of the details concerning the wedding or 
reception after the termination of the wedding receptions 


ORLANDO PONZIO also said that he is reasonably certain his father 
or any other member of his family did not contribute any sizable 
amount of money to the wedding or reception, and he is especially 
reasonably certain that his father did not contribute $1,000 to 
the contributions at the reception» 


ORLANDO PONZIO stated that he was unable to ascertain the number 
of persons present at the wedding reception, explaining that he 
was "poor on remember numbers, that he just had a good time at 

the party and didn't pay any attention to the other guests," 

He said he believes a number of friends were invited by the PONZIO 
family but that the bulk of the persons present at the wedding 
and reception were friends of the LE LUCIA family whom he does not 
knows 


At the time of this interview, ORLANDOPONZIO stated that he was 
unable to recall the identities of the ushers or any of the other 
officials at the wedding or reception, He also stated that he 
did not take an active part in the wedding or reception other 
than being best man at the wedding, 


He further stated that he has only had occasionel contact with 
any members of the DE LUCIA family and this was primarily during 
Christmas visits in order to pay his respects to in-laws. He 
also said he is not acquainted with any of the activities of his 
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brother BEN at the present time and he is of the opinion that 
BEN is presently living at Long Beach, Indiana, where he is 
purchasing a home, During this interview ORLANDO PONZIO was 
unable to sive any details regarding his brother BENfs present 
employment, explaining only that he is of the opinion that BEN 
PONZIO is managing & parxing lot, exact location not known, 
possibly in the vicinity of his home at Long Beach, Indiana, 


ORLANDO PONZIO stated that although his family has mutual admi- 
ration for each other &s members of & family, he and his brother 
BEN have never discussed personal matters such as the wedding 
above mentioned, 


During the afternoon of December 2, 1952, ORLANDO PONZIO was re~ 
interviewed at the Chicago Office of the FBI by SAs KENNETH D, 
SCHEIWE and MARIO GREGORIO, This reinterview was conducted in 
order to clear up some of the details concerning the wedding and 
reception, since the interview with BEN PONZIO reflected that 
ORLANDO PONZIO had in fact been the principal person making 
arrangements for the wedding and reception, 


ORLANDO PONZIO voluntarily came to the Chicago Office of the 
FBI upon invitation for this interview. At this time ORLANDO 
PONZIO stated that he and members of his family have lived at 
their present address since approximately September or October, 
1950; that for seven years prior to that time they resided at 
1226 Edmer Street, Oak Park, Illinois; and that prior to that 
time the family had lived at 1116 Newberry Street, Chicago, 
Illinois, 


At this time ORLANDO PONZIO also stated that he believes the 
courtship between his brother BEN and MARY DE LUCIA started at a 
Halloween party in 1946 which was held at the DE LUCIA residence 
in River Forest, Illinois, ORLANDO PONZIO added that he was 
present at this Halloween party and that soon thereafter nis 
brother BEN and MARY DE LUCIA had frequent dates, 


ORLANDO PONZIO also stated that he did not make any arrangements 
for the wedding or wedding reception but he had made certain 
suggestions in preparation for the wedding and reception, 


He was unable to recall the exact time during which BEN and 
MARY DE LUCIA became engaged, but believes that it took place 
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prior to PAUL DE LUCIA!s release from the penitentiary, He 
said that it was common knowledge that during the time of the 
courtship and engagement that PAUL DE LUCIA was in the peni- 
tentiary, and he is of the opinion that his brother BEN and 
MARY DE LUCIA had planned to be married during January, 19h0$ 
regardless of whether or not MARY!s father, PAUL DE LUCIA, was 
released from prison, 


He added that he recalls his first meetins with PAUL DE LUCIA 
being within one week after DE LUCIA?s release from the peni- 
tentiary and at this time the meeting took place at DE LUCIATs 
residence where BEN and MARY introduced ORLANDO PONZIO to Mr, 
DE LUCIA es the "best man" at tne weddings He stated he is 
reasonably certain that arrangements for the wedding and recepe- 
tion were discussed in edvance to tnis meeting and that BEN and 
MARY made plans for marriage in January of 1948 regardless of 
DE LUCIA!s status at the penitentiary. He stated that he is 
not aware of who would have given away the bride at the wedding 
if DE LUCIA was not released from prison prlor to the time of 
the wedding, but he was of the opinion that one of MARY DE LUCIA*s 
uncles of the GIGANTE family would have given her away at the 
weddings 


ORLANDO PONZIO also stated that he absolutely did not make any 
arrangements for the wedding or reception other than possibly 
arrangements for tuxedos for the ushers and himself, He said 
that he, however, made several suggestions regarding the loca” 
tion of the wedding reception, but he is not certain whether or 
not his suggestions were accepted. He stated that he had 
suggested the Drake Hotel, Palmer House Hotel, and the Blackstone 
Hotel, among others, knowing that his brother planned a large 
reception, He stated that he had also suggested making arranges 
ments with Mangelfs Flower Shop at the Congress Hotel for the 
flowers, since LORRAINE GRANATA was an employee of Mangelts at 
the Congress Hotel, He explained that LORRAINE GRANATA is his 
sister's sister-in-law, since his sister, FLORENCE PONZIO, had 
married FRANK GRANATA, who is the brother of LORRATNE GRANATA. 
He stated, however, that he is not certain whether or not his 
suggestion to obtain flowers from LORRAINE GRANATA was accepted, 
inasmuch as LORRAINE GRANATA had later told him that she was 
disappointed in that she had not received the flower order for 
the wedding and reception, He further stated that he made absoe 
lutely no arrangements regarding the orchestra to be used, nor 
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was he able to even recall the name of the orchestra that 
eventually played at the reception, 


ORLANDO PONZIO said that he is acquainted with TOM KELLY, 

manager of St. Hubertts Grill, and that he has known TOM KELLY ! 
for & number of years, having first met him when he, ORLANDO, 

wos a young boy working at Mangelts Flower Shop located at the 
Congress Hotel, He added that during the above employment, 

TOM KELLY was living at the Congress Hotel and he occasionally 
brought flowers to KELLY's room, He said that he occasionally 
visits TOM KELLY!s restaurant, St. Hubert!s Grill, and recalls 
advising his brother BEN to allow TOM KELLY to make arrangements 
for the wedding reception, since KELLY was acquainted with various 
hotels and other possible desired details concerning this arrange- 
ment. He said he recalls introducing BEN to TOM KELLY but he is 
unable to recall the date or any further details concerning this 
introduction, 


He said he is certain that no members of his family made any 
arrangements for the wedding or reception other than possibly 
his brother BEN. He said he had discussed with BEN the fact 
that his family would not be able to afford a large wedding be- 
cause they were not financially capable of paying the expenses 
for a large wedding, end that if BEN had planned a large wedding 
either he or the DE LUCIA family would have to withstand the 
expenses. ORLANDO PONZIO is of the opinion that either BEN, 

his wife MARY, or the DE LUCIA family made the arrangements for 
the wedding and reception, 


ORLANDO PONZIO said that during his brother BEN!s courtship with 
MARY DE LUCIA, he, ORLANDO, was dating MARY GIGANTE, who is the 
sister of Mrs. DE LUCIA and who has resided at the DE LUCIA home 
for several years, He added that until the wedding, held in 
January, 19409, he, MARY GIGANTE, BEN, and MARY DE LUCIA occasionally 
"double dated," He said that MARY GIGANTE was the bridesmaid for 
the wedding, but none of the above four persons discussed the 
wedding or reception arrénsements during their double dates, He 
added that the only possible casual discussion regarding plans 
for the wedding and reception may have been between himself and 
MARY GIGANTE, and this was merely as follows: "You are the maid 
of honor; I am the best man," He stated that he is unable to 
recall any further discussion regarding the wedding or reception. 
He also stated they never discussed the identity of the person 
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who would give the bride away at the wedding, although it was 
common knowledge among the DE LUCIA and PONZIO families that 
PAUL DE LUCIA was in prison at the time arrangements for the 
wedding and reception were being made, He stated that out of 
respect to MARY DE LUCIA the above point concerning her father's 
imprisonment was not discussed, 


ORLANDO PONZIO added that during the reception held at the Black- 
stone Hotel he was located next to his brother BEN in the recepe 
tion line and recalls that guests passed the reception line to 
congratulate the bride and groom, at which time guests handed 
either BEN or his wife MARY envelopes containing money. He added 
that BEN had a receptacle, which is believed to have been a brief 
case or bag, between himself and the bride, and that after re» 
ceiving the envelopes from the guests he placed these envelopes 
in the receptacle, ORLANDO PONZIO said that he does not recall 
any money being handed to either BEN or MARY which was not placed 
in an envelope, ORLANDO also said that he never personally 
handled the receptacle nor has he any informstion concerning the 
amount of money contributed by the guests or whether members of 
the DE LUCIA family contributed any amount of money at the 
receptiong He stated that the above receptacle or money was 
never handed to him and he had nothing to do whatsoever with the 
money or payment of the bills accruing from the wedding and 
reception, He said he asked his brother BEN the amount of money 
which had been contributed and BENts only answer was, "None of 
your business." He added that he has never heard the amount of 
the expenses or the amount of money which had been contributed at 
the reception, He further stated that he does not have any infor- 
mation which would cause him to believe guests at the reception 
pee required to contribute any definite amount of money such as 
1C0» 


ORLANDO FONZIO said that BEN and MARY remained at the Blackstone 
Hotel for possibly two days after the weddlng reception prior to 
leaving on their honeymoon to New York City and Miami Beach, 
Florida. He said he believes they remained on their honeymoon 

for approximately two or three weeks prior to returning to Chicago 
where they took residence at the DE LUCIA home in River Forest, 
Illinois, 


He stated that he is not certain as to whether or not TOM KELLY 
made arrangements for the wedding and believes that he only saw 
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him at the wedding breakfast and not at either the weddings or 
the reception, He added that a large number of persons were 
present at the wedding but he would not be able to identify 
these individuals, He said that many of the persons at the 
wedding and reception were friends of the DE LUCIA family with 
whom he was not acquainted, 


ORLANDO PONZIO continued thet his brother BEN and family had 
been residing at Long Beach, Indiana, for a short period of time, 
exact period not known, and he is not aware as to whether or not 
BEN is purchasing the above home, renting it, or residing there 
as a guest of the DE LUCIAS. He added that to the best of his 
knowledge his brotherts only employment at the present time is 

as manager and owner of a parking lot located on the northeast 
corner of Van Buren Street and Wabash Avenue, Chicago, Illinois, 


He also stated that he is no longer dating MARY GIGANTE and for 
this reason has only occasionally visited the DE LUCIA residences 
He stated that he has not seen PAUL DE LUCIA recently but he had 
spoken with his brother BEN on this date prior to the interview 
at the Chicago Office of the FBI. He said thet he is not ac” 
quaintecd with any of the activities of PAUL DE LUCIA and during 
visits at the DE LUCIA nome he has had only casual conversations 
with him, He added that PAUL DE LUCIA appeared to spend most of 
his time reading or working around the house, He was also unable 
to furnish any information concerning BEN!s activities regarding 
his parking lot, stating that he believes BEN purchased tnis lot 
from his own finances as a means of livelihood, 


On December 1, 1952, Captain JOHN HOWE, 33rd Police District, 
advised SA PHILIP C. DUNNE thet he had heard, source not recalled, 
that every guest attending the wedding and reception of PAUL 

DE LUCIA'!s daughter was expected to contribute $100 per person 

to defray the wedding and reception expenses, Captain HOWE was 
unable to furnisn any additional information concerning the above, 
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INTERVIEW WITH ALEX B. PONZLO 





On November 30, 1952, ALEX B. PONZIO was interviewed at his residence 
at Long Beach, Indiana by Special Agents RAYMOND J. DELSCOLL and MARIO 
GREGORIO. 


PONZIO stated that the home in which he is now residing belongs to 

PAUL DeLUCIA, his father-in-law, and one of the subject's of this case, 
He said he nas been living at this residence for about three or four  — 
months with his wife and his children and that he travels back and forth. 
to Chicago daily where he operates a parking lot on the northeast corner 
of Van Buren Street and Wabash Avenue. 


PONZIO stated that before he came to live at this Long Beach address, 
he was residing at 7800 West Cortland, Elmwood Park, Illinois, which 
house he owned and which he has since sold. He stated that he lived in 
Elmwood Park for about two years and before that time he resided at 

the home of PAUL DeLUCIA, which was the first residence he had after 
his marriage. 


PONZIO stated that he was in the regular Army of the United States from 
1943 to 19h6 and before he went into the Army, he was employed as an 
electrician's helper with the Pennsylvania Railroad and when he came out 
of the Army, he went into the electrical business for himself. He said 
that he has since sold his business and now has the above mentioned park- 
ing lot, which is known as the Town Parking Lot. 


PONZIO stated thet he first met his wife, daughter of PAUL DeLUCIA, at 
a Halloween party held at her home in October, 197lh6, He said that this 
meeting with DcLUCI£'s daughter was brought about because of the fact 
that his own mother, Mrs. PONZIO, and his mother-in-low, Mrs. DeLUCIA, 
had been old friends but had lost sight of each other, In the year 19h6 
through a mutual acquaintance, they located each other and thus the 
reunion was brought about. 


He said that thereafter he started to see DeLUCIA's daughter rather 
regularly and sometime during 1947, before PAUL DeLUCIA was released 
from jail, they decided to be married. He said that by this statement 
he meant that they became engaged. He said that there was no ceremony 
to the engagement but that he merely gave her a ring and they went to 
dinner at Rinella's Copa Cabana. 
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He said that he was quite certain that they planned to be married and 
had set the date before PAUL DeLUCIA was released from jail because 

they were cognizant of the fact that PAUL DeLUCIA might spend his entire 
sentence of ten years in jail and they did not wish, of course, to 

wait that long. 


It should be noted that PONZIO said that for some time after he met 

the DeLUCIA girl, he did not know that her father was in jail and he 
surmised that perhaps the father was dead and he did not wish to ask 
as to the whereabouts of her father for fear it might embarrass the 

daughter should the father be dead. 


He said, however, that he learned before the father's release from jail 
that the father was in the penitentiary. He said that since he had been 
in the Army and had been away from Chicago, he did not know what was 
going on às he had no opportunity to read the newspapers, 


PONZIO recalled that he had decided with his wife to have a "nice" 
wedding and to invite all of his friends. He said that he had a 
number of brothers and sisters and when they were married they all 
had nice weddings and he wished to do the same. He said he realized 
such a wedding and reception would cause a considerable amount of 
money, but he felt on such an important occasion if he should go into 
debt he could borrow from his father and repay him later. 


PONZIO was asked whether or not he knew that his wife was making visits 
to her father in the penitentiary and he said he imagined that she was 
and when asked if he knew of tbe conversations that took place in the 
penitentiary between his wife and her father as to the marriage plans, 
he had no information along these lines. 


PONZIO was asked who would act for the father of the bride at the time 
of the wedding shoulá the father still be in jail and he said that 
undoubtedly one of her uncles would "give her away." He said that it 
was necessary to make plans for the wedding several months ahead of 
time as well as for the reception because many soldiers were coming 
out of the Army, getting married, and it was difficult to find space 
for wedding receptions, 


He said that several places were looked into but for one reason or 
another as for the availability of space or the date in question, 
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it was finally decided upon to have the recéption at the Blackstone 
Hotel. He said the date January 2h, 1948 was decided upon because of 
the fact that this date comes just in between the anniversary of the 
wedding of Mrs. PONZIO as well as that of Mrs. DeLUCIA, 


PONZIO said thatat this time he was very busy with electrical contracts 
working long hours and the plans for the wedding as well as the reception 
were made by the bride and also by ORLANDO PONZIO, brother of ALEX, He 
said that ORLANDO was a college professor, very intelligent along these 
lines, and he left the plans up to ORLANDO, his bride, as well as the 
respective mothers. 


He said he did not know who actually "ended up" with the final reception 
plans but recalled that ORLANDO and his wife and the mothers each had a 
hand in it. He said that he recalls he knew all this because ORLANDO 
was living at home with him at this time and from time to time ORLANDO 
would advise him as to the progress of the wedding reception plans, 


PONZIO was asked as to the arrangements made for the bride's trousseau 

and he said he had no information as to the troussean, namely the cost 

or the place of purchase. He stated toat at the wedding ORLANDO was 

the "Best Man" and the ushers were Dr, LEONARD GIGANTIof Oak Park, Tllinois, 
as well as JOSEPH GIGANTI also of Oak Park, together with one CARL 

WELDLLNG of Galewood, Illinois, which is a suburb near Chicago. 


He described CARL WEIDLING as a friend of his, whereas he said the 
GIGANTI 's are on the DeLUCIA side of the family as PAUL DeLUCIA's wife's 
maiden name is GIGANTI. He voluntesred the information that at this 
time one MARY GIGANTI, sister of Mrs. PAUL DeLUCLA, is now residing in 
the home of PAUL DeLUOIA, 


He also volunteered the information that it was a definite surprise when 
, PAUL DeLUCIA was released from the penitentiary. He stated that when 
this fact became known they, he and his bride-to-be, as well as Mrs, 
PAUL DeLUCIA, were at the summer home at Long Beach, Indiana, and when 
the telegram was received from PAUL stating that he would be released, 
Mrs. DeLUCIA actually fainted. 


He stated that he was married at St. Luke's Church at River Forest, 
Illinois, that the wedding invitations for such were sent out by his 
mother as well as by the bride's mother, and the church was filled to 
capacity. 
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in discussing the wedding reception at the Blackstone Hotel, PONZIO 
was asked if he knew one TOM KLLLY and he immediately said yes 
indicating that he had met him at Kelly's Grill on Plymouth Court. 


It should be noted that TOM KELLY operates St. Hubert's Grill and 
it should also be noted in the interview with PAUL DeLUCIA that 
DeLUCIA made the admission that he had arranged for the wedding 
reception with the aid of TOM KELLY, 


PONZIO said that he had been at Kelly's Grill with his brother, 
ORLANDO, and that the brother had been at the grill previously to 
that time because of his friendship with a man named GRANATA. 


it should be noted that in the interview with ORLANDO PCNZIO held on 
November 28, 1952, ORLANDO PONZIO denied knowing any TOM KELLY. 


ALEX PONZIO also stated that KELLY was at the wedding as well as 
the reception, 


As for the name GRANATA, it is to be noted that this is a rather well 
known Italian family in Chicago and they are known as operators of a 
funeral parlor as well as for their activity in politics and one of 
the GRANATAs was stabbed to death by unknown persons in the Loop area 
in Chicago sometime within the past three years. 


PONZIO advised that at the wedding reception held at the Blackstone 
Hotel there were at least three or four hundred. people and maybe more, 
that the invitations were sent out by his family as well as the DeLUCIA 
family, but that some of the guests were not known to him aná he would 
not know them today. 





He said that he stood in back of a table with the bride as well as with 

other members of the bridal party receiving the congratulations of each | 
of those attending the reception and many of the guests when shaking | 
hands with the groom offered him an envelope which contained money and | 
he said he recalled placing this money into a briefcase along side the | 
table» 


He said that none of the money was given to him unless it was in an 
envelope and he received most of the money except on some occasions when 
bis back might have been turned or when he was busy with somebody else 
and then the bride received some of the envelopes. 
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He said that after the weddins reception he turned the briefcase 
which contained the moneyed envelopes over to his brother ORLANDO. 
He said that on the night of his reception he and the bride stayed 
at the Blackstone Hotel and on the following day went by train to 
New York. 


He recalled that they planned to go to Canada from New York but 

due to bad weather reports they changed their minds and went to 
Florida. He said ther drove his wife's Cadillac to Florida, which 
car had been brought to New York by one of PONZIO's employees. He 
described his wife's car as a 196 or 1947 Cadillac and he said that 
this was her own car. 


PONZIO said that he did not know the cost of the reception or any 
other expenditures although he knew that durins his absence on his 
honeymoon the bills were paid and when he came back PAUL DeLUCIA 
pave him about nine or ten thousand dollars which money was left 
over from the contributions, 


He said this money was in various denominations, some of it being in 
new 3nd old bills and he did not know thereforo, whether or not this 
was the exact money given by the guests or whether or not some one 
had placed that money in a bank and DeLUOLA had given him this nine 
or ten thousand dollars upon his return. He was quite certain that 
during his absence the bills were paid by PAUL DeLUCIA with the 
assistance of his brother ORLANDO. 


He said that receipts were obtained as a result of paying the bills 
and that these receipts were in the name of ALEX B. PONZIO, but he 
could not state where these receipts were at this time. He said that 
he has no list of the wedding guests that were present. 


When asked about his own finances, he stated that he had earned a sufficient 
amount of money before and after his Army service and when he went on 

his honeymoon he took a sufficient amount of money with him but also 

took a little more just in case his expenses wore heavier than he 

thousht and he indicated that this additional amount of money was 

taken from some of the contributions made by the wedding guests, 

although he did not know exactly how much he had taken with him on 

his honeymoon. 


The following is miscellaneous information obtained from PONZIO: 
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He stated that after his marriage and during the short time that he 
lived at DeLUCIA's home he (PONZIO) was working long hours and therefore 
saw little of DeLUCIA except during the evening. He said that of course 
DeLUCIA had friends come and see him and these were old family friends 
but no individual of any prominence, especially in the underworld, ever 
visited DeLUCIA. 


He said that at the present time and since DeLUCIA!s release he leayes 
the house only on rare occasions and spends most of his time watching 
television, reading newspapers, magazines, and all of the latest books, 


PONZIO volunteered the information that he has testified as to his 
relations with the DeLUCIA family on a previous occasion when the 
Kefauver Committee was meeting in Chicago. He said that he did not 
know exactly what the Kefauver Committee was attemoting to prove when 
they interviewed him and they simply asked him general questions as 
to his association with the DeLUCIA family. 


PONZIO was asked when he had last contacted his own family and he stated 
that on the previous Sunday, namely November 23, 1952, and he and his 
brother ORLANDO had brought their mother back from the hospital after 
she was operated on. He said that he recalled he telephoned his own 
family on November 28, 1952. He said that he had not seen the DeLUCIA 
family in a week or so. 


He said as far as the parking lot in Chicago is concerned, it is financed 
by his own money and he personally is at the parking lot every day. He 
travels back and forth to Chicago from Long Beach, Indiana every day 
which is a distance of approximately fifty miles each way. 


He gave the following list of names for the other members of his own 
family: 


Mother JESSIE PONZIO 

Tather ALEX PONZIO 

Brother ORLANDO, age 32 

Brother ANTHONY, age 3h of Berwyn, Illinois 
Sister FLORENCE GRANATA, Chicago, Illinois 
Sister NANCY SPINA, Oak Park, Illinois 
Sister GLORIA SANDLER, Bellwood, Illinois 


Sister JEAN FONZEO (at home Oak Park, Illinois) 















CG 58-1914 
Fwi: fjw 


ITRKToRVIb OF Mar PONZTO, Nek MARY Us LUCIA 
On November 30, 1952 Urs. MARY FONZIO was interviewed by Dás 
JOHN J. OLTZINGER and FRANCIS W. MATTHYS at her residence, 
2940 Montclareway, Lonzbeach, indiana. Mrs. PONZIO stated 
that she is the daughter of PAUL Ds LUCIA, of River Forest, 
Illinois, and that she was married to ALEX PONZIO on January 
24, 1948, Her reception was held at the Blackstone Hotel, 


According to Mrs. FONZIO, the arrangements for the wedding 
breakfast and reception at the Blackstone Hotel were made 
through TOM KELLY, of St. Hubert's Grill, on Plymouth Court 

in Chicago, at the request of her father, who is a friend of 
KELLYts, She did not recall how long in advance of the wedding 
date the arrangements were made, KiLLY also took her to bBlum's 
on south Michigan Avenue, where she purchased her.trousseau, 


Prior to the wedding, HARY PONZIO sent out invitations to 
approximately 500 or more guests, Some were friends and rel- 
avives of the Ds LUCÍA family, others friends and relatives 

of the PONZIO family. Although she used a list for the purpose 
of sending out the invitations, she did not preserve this 

list and, nence, has no record of the guests at her reception, 


At the reception she and her husband stood at the head of a 
receiving line next to a table, under which they had an open 
suitcase. As each guest entered and came to the newly married 
couple to extend congratulations and best wishes, the guest 
would hand either her husband or herself an envelope contain- 
ing a cash contribution. This was in accord with the Italian 
custom at weddines that the guests give cash gifts to the 
bridal couple. As the contributions were received, they were 
dropred into this open suitcase under the table. Some of the 
envelopes contained cards identifying the donor but some con- 
tributions were made anonymously. Some of the envelopes con- 
tained as little as #2, others as much as $500. There were 
many envelopes with $100 bills. 


Àfter the reception, she and her husband took the money to 
their hotel room in the Blackstone, where her husband counted 
it. Although she was present in the room durins this counting, 
she did not help count the money and did not constantly watch 
the process, According to her husband's count, there was 
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$34,000 to $335,000 contributed. The money was kept in the 
suitcase in the hotel room at the Blackstone from the time 

it was first brought to the room following the reception 

until a couple days later, when it was used to pay the bills 
incurred on account of the reception. irs. PONZIO stated 

that she thinks her husband may have paid these bills himself, 
but that she is not certain of this. She also thought it 
possible that she may have accompanied him in the payment of 
one or two of the bills, but again she was not positive, After 
all the bills were paid, there were a few thousand dollars 

left over, some of which the newly married couple used on their 
wedding trip. 


one stated that she had never made a list of the contributors, 
the only guest list ever being in her possession having been 
the one from which she had sent out the invitations and which 
she destroyed after it had served its purpose. Her father at 
no time ever asked her for a list of the contributors, and 

she stated very definitely that no one other than she could 
have made out the list because she and her husband had posses- 
sion of the money and envelopes at all times. 


She identified her bridesmaids as the following: 


ANNETTE GIGANTI, an aunt, 1629 North Mobile Avenue, 
Chicago, Illinois. | 


MARY GIGANTI, an aunt, 812 North Lathrop Street, 
River Forest, Illinois. 


Mrs, CARL WEIDLING, a cousin, 1928 North Oax Park 
Ávenue, 


DOROTHiA HEZHENS, a school friend, Rockford, Illinois. 


When asked for the identity of some of the 500 or more guests 
at her reception, Mrs. FONZIO shrugged her shoulders and said 
that she could not recall who they might be, She finally 
stated that all her relatives were there, and that most of 
the people present were relatives for the reason that she 
does not have many associates outside of her family, She 
stated that almost any relative that she could name would 
have been present at the reception, Despite her plea that 
she did not want any of her friends embarrassed by having 
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them contacted in this matter, she named the four following 
relatives who had been present: 


HARIO GIGANTI, an uncle, street address unknown, 
Chicago, Illinois, 


JOSEPH GIGANTI, an uncle, 1629 North Mobile, Chicago, 
lllinoi Se 


ANGELO GIGANTI, an uncle, 4055 Sheridan Road, Chi- 
cago, lllinois, 


PATRICK GIGANTI, 1928 North Oak Park Avenue, Chicago, 
Lilinois . 


Mrs. FONZIO explained her lack of definite recollection concern- 
ing the details of her wedding reception by saying that at the 

time she was much too excited to pay any attention to them, and 
that there is much that happened that day and many people whom 

she saw that she no longer can remember, 


Following hec honeymoon trip to New York, she and her husband 
moved into her father's home at 812 North Lathrop Street, River 
Forest, Illinois, where they lived for about a year and a half, 
During that period her fether entertained no one but relatives, 
He stayed close to home at all times. Since she moved from 
her father's home, she not infrequently returns for visits 

and is in telephonic communication with her mother at least 
twice a day. Many times when she or her mother calls on the 
telephone she talks to her father, She is certain that her 
father is almost always at home and does not go any place 

other than his frequent visits to her home in Longbeach and 

to Camp Atterbury, Indiana, where he visits her brother, who 

is in the Army. 


Ihe home she is living in is owned by her father, which he 
has given to her and she now considers hers and her husbands. 


The substantial facts as reported above were reduced to 
writing, after which urs, FURZIO read them but stated she 
did not want to sign any statement for the reason that she 
prefers never to sign anythinr without having competent 
advice, 
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INTERV ISY WITH THOS FRANCIS KELLY 


fhe intervie. with THOMAS FRANCIS KELLI was undertaken inasmuch as KELLY 
reportedly handled the wedding breakfast and reception held for ALEX and 
MARY PONZIO, daughter of PAUL DeLUCIA on January 2h, 1918, at the Blackstone 
Hotel, Chicazo, Illinois, 


THOMAS FRANCIS KELLY, Owner, St. Hubert Old English Grill, 316 South Federal 
Streot, was interviewed on December 1, 1952, by SAs TOM E. CHAPOTON, dr, 

and JOHN J. GITZINGER at the above naned restaurante KELLY advised that he 
has known PAUL RICCA (DeLUCIA) for fifteen years; however, only as a casual 
friend. He stated that he saw no point in discussing his association or 
affiliation with RICCA in detail and had no desire to do so, 


Tn connection with the wedding breakfast and reception held at the Blackstone 
Hotel in Chicago on January 2h, 19h8, KELLY related that he had been approached 
by PAUL (DeLUCIA) approximately one or two months after DeLUCIA was paroled 
from prison. DeLUCIA expressed a desire to give his dauzhter a large wedding 
celebration in the near future. However, KELLY did not recall the number of 
cuzshs which were originally anticipated to attend this affair. He stated 
thet it was only logical that DeLUCTA approach him in this regard in view of 
his tacltzround in the hotel business and his close association with poopie 

in the entertainment field and in the hotel business. 


He remarked that an Italian wedding ic similar to putting on a fight in that 
ithe better snow you put on, the bigzer the gate." According to KELLY, it 

is customary at Italian weddings to present gifts, not in the form of 
electrical appliances, etc. but by contributing money. He stated that he was 
unable to recall details concerning the planning and arrangenents made for this 
particular wedding celebration. 


KELLY stated that he did contact the Blackstone Hotel and made the arransements 
for the wedding breakfast and reception. He remarked that the Hotel has all 
the figures and information in regard to this affair. It was through the 
Musicians Federation of America that he engaged BUDDY MORENOts orche sbra ani 
made arrangements for flowers through Mangelts Florist Shop» He further 
recalled thet he had consulted on several occasions with tne prospective 

bride and groom in regard to the planning of this affair. He added that he 
had met the prospective groom's brother, ORIANDO FONZIO, who was a "professor 
of some kind." However, this individual took no active part,to nis knowledge, 
in the arrangements being made for the wedding celebration. 
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KELLY further related that on the day of the wedding celebration he acted 

as (Major-Domo) and that over 700 persons were in attendance at this affair. 
He denied that he greeted the guests on their arrival and that he had passed 
on those who were to attend this affair. 


The guests, upon entering, offered their congratulations to the bride and 
eroom and at the same time presented their gifts, cash money contained in 
envelopes which was placed in the glass punch bowl located on the table 

near the newly weds. He admitted making a contribution but refused to 
disclose the amount of the same. He further remarked that all the food 

and drinks consumed were furnished through the Blackstone Hotel and that he 
did not purchase or bring in champagne or other alcoholic beverages from an 
outside source. He denied any knowledge of taking and removing unused bo ttles 
of champagne after this affair was overe 


According to KELLY, many persons present were relatives of both families 
represented at the wedding and that, in his estimation", people of prominence 
were in attendance but that he was not going to disclose their identities 

and that their presence was not made a "matter of record anywhere." He 
remarked that he has no reason for shielding anyone and has no desire to 
become involved in "something" that happened over four years ago. He refused 
to elaborate further and commented that he did not think it would be possible 
for PAUL (DeLUCIA) "to participate in this thing" without the permission of 
his "probation officer." He added that "to the best of my ability, no 

ons with a record! was present and that the "caliber" of those in attendance 
was "exceedingly good." 


KELLY stated that at the close of the festivities, the newly married POUZIOs 
placed thoir financial gifts in terip!! and took this to their hotel room 
in the Blackstone Hotel, 


As to the payment of the various bilis in connection with the affair, KELLY 
related that, Everyone was paid in cash by PAUL (DeLUCIA)" from the procecds 
of the wedding reception on the Monday morning following the wedding 
celebration. He asserted that he is certain of this fact because he personally 
accompanied PAUL (DeLUCIA) when PAUL paid the hotel bill at the Blackstono 
Hotel and the florist bill at Mangel!'s. KELLY recalled that after the bills 
had been paid, a balance remained. However, he vag unable to recall the 


figures. 


Asein, in regard to his association with DeLUCIA, he reiterated that he was 
a friend and that he did not believe what he had read in the newspapers 
recarding PAUL (DeLUCIA). He denied that he had ever been asso ciated with 
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DeLUCIA in any business enterprises whatsoever. He added that on one occasion 
he had been a dinner guest at the DeLUCIA home located in River Forest, 
Illinois, and that he is the godfather of the first born child of ALEX and 
MARY FONZTIO, 


KELLY expressed a reluctance to discuss this matter further and indicated 
that tne pressure of his business made it necessary to terminate this 
interview. However, he would always be available for interview at some 
future date, 
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investigation regarding the wedding colebvravion av the 
Blackstone Hotel on January cl, 1943: 


Ln connection witn the Blackstone Hotel, it is to be noted 
that the wedding breakfast and reception of AuniX and mARTE 
FOÍZ410, daugnter oi PAUL DE LUCIA, was reportedly held at 

tue above hotel on January cl. 198. 


The foliowing investigation was conducted by SAS JOHN E. 
CrHArOwON and JOHN J. OITZINGSR, December L and y 1952: 


JUIN BURKE, Manager, Blackstone Hotel, advised that in Jane 
vary, 19145, ne was visiting in Havana, Cuoa, aad that in nis 
absence GEORGE E. FOX. Jre, the former Assistant hanarer, nad 
charge of the Blackstone Hotel; consequently, he had nothing 
to do with tne PONZ10 wedding celebration held at the Black» 
stone Hotel, BURKE asserted that he is a good friend of TUM 
KELLY and has known hia over 2U years in tnat he formorly 
resided at the Congress Hotel. He commented tnat is a 
well Known figure in Chicago and that "Ho (sBuLY) knows them 
all from Juage IGuis (Federal Judge #IGu4»t n. IGOR) down." 


In connection with GéoOnHGz E, FOX, it is to be noted that he 
furnished information to SA KUBERT E. VLG LYER on dune id, 
L948, whicn information was previously reported. 


WILLS} B. STRONG, Credit Manager, Blackstone Hotel, auvised 
that althougn ne was associated with the hotel in the same 
capacity, alt the arrangements in connection with tne PONZIO 
wedding breakfast and reception heló on January 24, 1945, 
were handled by CHARLES rAKUTA, the maitre d'hotel, He 
stated that he had no information concerning tne celebration. 
o TRUNG made available records, a review of which reflected 
tuat the hotel expenses in connection vita this atfair are 
identical with that information obtained by SA ROEURT E. 
RICEIMCIER on June 12, 1940, and previousiy reported. STRUNG 
also advised that MARUTA died approximately 4 years ago. 


in connection with CHARLES MARUTA, it ls noted that he fur- 
nished intormation to SA ROBERT E, RIGHIMYER on Juno 12, 1945, 
which information was previously reported, 
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PRED KsYm, maitre o'hotel, Riackstone Hotel, advised tnat he 
is not originsily from Chicego and at the time of tne PONZIO 
wedding in January, 194.5, ne had been in Chicago for approxi- 
mately one or two years at tne most and, therefore, was not 
well acquainted with many Chicagoans. Ue recalled the above 
wedding celebration at waich time he wes a banguet captain at 
the Plaeikstone Hotel. According to KAYE, the wedding vreak~ 
Lust was held around noon and was attended by approximately 
ju me:ubers of the weddings party. ‘ihe wedding reception 
started around 6:5U or 7$su Dem. and was attended by approxl- 
mately o5u to bU persons. In connection with tnis affair, 
two floors of the hotel were utilized, the B floor where tne 
baltroom was Located, and tne A fLoor where the bufiet Luncheon 
was served. AVE steted he was stationed as a banquet captain 
on the A floor, vwhercas CHARLES LAGUNA was stationed on the B 
floor whero most of the guests had spent the evening. 


de furinor related that this was a “hush husa affair’ and 

that no publicity or fanfare had preceeded it and that efforts 
were made to keep outsiders such as reporters of the press 
from gulining entrance to this affair; however, he belicyed tnat 
a rooorter from tae "Herald American” newspaper had "crasnod” 
tne affair and tnat subsequently tnere nad been some publicity 
in connection with this affair. He also related tnat TOM 
KiLuY, was operates St, Tucert's Grill, made his presence 
known at tne wedding colebration by "bossing everyone around" 
and it was KELLY who was “running the parts". According to 
KAYE, he was unable to recall the identities of any others 
present; however, he Learned from someone whom he is unable 

to remember that one JON“ RISCO, a prominently known Chicaga 
“mobster”, was present at this narty. He recalled taat the 
wedding, group hag furnished some of their own Liquor edo that 
this information would be reflected on tne hotel rocoras inas- 
mucn as inc hotel cnarge for bottle service would indicate 

the same. ‘ihe hotel complied a count oi inose in attendance 
by tabulating the plates used at tae burfet Luncheon taprourh- 
out tne evening. He remarked that CHARLUS LAUTA nandled 

tiis affair in behalf of tne Riackstone Hotel and that he had 
no &daitional information concerning vae same. 
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DA. TL P. DuUGHERTY, head walter ano shop steward, Waiters 
Union Ho. <b, Bsaexstone Hotel, advised that he recalled the 
PORZIO wedding reception. He stated that as in all Large 
affairs, extra waiters are hired from the above union to 
serve the food, and immediately thereafter are pala and dis. 
missed; therefore, waiters present at this affair are unknown 
and not available for interview. TUNGIER TY stated ne believes 
the party furnished part of its own Liquor, champagne and 
cigars. During the evening, while checiting tno waiters, he 
noticed guests giving gift onvelopes to the bridal party, 
which he stated he understands is an Italian custom. ‘the 
guests, according to DOUGHERTY, were only average in appear- 
ance and he noticed no one ne knew personally or by reputa- 
tion. 


CARL PHEISSubR, head bartender, Elackstone Hotei, stated he 
recalled the POZZ:O wedding party. He advised that as in all 
large parties, extra bartenders are nired from the Chicago 
Bartenders and Deverage Dispensers Union Local No. 278, there- 
fore, those bartenders working at this party are not available 
for interview. He stated the party was nandied by tne maitre 
dtnotel, tuoreforo, he, vEZXISZSGUR, did not supervise the ber- 
tenders. ile stated he went to the ballroom about the timc 

tie party started to see if everything was ready but that ne 
did not recall recognizing any one present. 


Jiiveo Re HÍL5Y, chief house officer, Blackstone hotel, advi- | 
Sed that he only vaguely recalls tnis affair, stating that | 
it was "too far back to remember details". Alter some medi- 

tation ne recalled TOM &Z5LLY being present and also being 
introduced to the bride's father, PAUL DE LUCIA. He continued 

the only reason he recalled KaLLY was because he has known 

Kr5LLY for numerous years from hotel association. He recalled 

being introduced to DE LUCIA because of tne notoriety. He 
continued that he recalled no additional details except that 

the guests present did not have the appearance of being well 
FPOOMGG. jie concluded trar because of numerous wedding partics 

at tne hotel, iv was most difficult to difforentiave oe tween 

taese parties. 
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The following investigation was conduetod by Sh JOa C. VHEBZLGR 
aná SA FRANK HB. MOORE, Ja. on Deecmber 1 and 2, 1952. It is 
noted this investigation was conducted in view of the fact 
that MARY DE LUCIA, aka, MARTE DS LUCIA stated she bought 

her wedding troussesu at Blumts Vogue, 630 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago for 59,089.59, 


Mes, FLORENCE LLLTH, Credit Managcr, Blum's Vogue, 630 South 
Michigan, reviewed her records and recalled that she had 
received instructions in September of 1947 that a Miss 

MARTE DE LUCIA will be making some charges on the account 

of Mrs, TOM EGLLY of 900 North Michigan Avenucek-ll, She 

did not rcosll who authorized her to make the Di LUSIA 
charzes on the KELLY account, but she telieved it was either 
Mp. or Mrs, ELUM, the owners of Blumts Vogue. Mrs. KLEIN 
advised that her records reflected the following information 
as reviewed on thc account of Mrs, TOM KELLY} 


On September 6, 1947, approximately 33,700 worth of merchandise 
for a wedding trousseau was charged and the notation made 

for a Miss Mo DU LUCIA. A white eatin wedding gown was 
purchased, but this was later returned. 


£dditional purchasos were made on September 17, 20, 22 and 
on Soptember 27, white satin sandals were charged for Miss 
Meda DIVEEN, Miss F, HEGHEN, Miss A. GIGANTE, a Miso Ge 
WEIDLING, and Miss M. GIGPBTE,. 


On Sentember 30, additional charges wore medo and on 
October hl, 1917, charges were made and the account reflects 
the notation "Mice X" on six of tho charges and Miss MAnTE 
on the others. 


Charros were made on October 6, and October lê, Six charsos 


wore nade end the notation “Mies X" is noted behind thece 
chareese 


Gn October 20, 21, and 25, charres wore made and the notation 
ass X" was roflectode 


Mrs. ELLOS did not reesti to whom Miss X ecferred, but 
bolicvoed that it referred to Miss MALAIG Di LUCIA, as her 
chartes on the KELLY account were clothed in mystery. She 
advised that her records reflect that on January 27, 194€, 
the total bill for the DA LICIA charges was 59,689.59 ond 
uas paid in cach and she, Mres RLLTU, medi a notation in 
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^ the file as follows: "Mrs, ALEC PONZIO, 812 Lathrope, River — 
Forest," She stated that she recalled she had been informed 


 - that a man using the name of ALEC PONZIO and giving the above 
. address, had paid the bill in cash and the cashier had | 
notified them of the information and consequently she E 
made the notation, Mrs. KLEIN related that she believed 
| FRIEDA E. FAULKNER received the cash payment, but that she . 
|. was not sure of this. She pointed out FAULKNER was no longer 
2 an employee and she did not know FAULKNER's present address, 
. especially since it is rumored that FAULKNER is deceased. 


- Mrs, KLEIN advised that she never met Miss MARIE DE LUCIA. 
. She related that an unknown source told her a little foreign 
man came in with a large amount of cash to pay the above © | 
charge account in full. She further recalled a Mrs. N. —— 
DE LUCIA of 812 Lathrope, Hiver Forest, whom she believed 
to be the mother of MARIE DE LUCIA, has a charge account — 
— in the store, This account shows approximately $1,000 
| ..,was charged in June or July of 1948 and subsequently paid, 


CORINNE SMOOT, Sales Lady at Blum's Vogue, 630 South Michigan, 
advised she recalls a young woman and her mother charging —— 
numerous items on the account of Mrs, TOM KELLY in September 
|  .and October of 19147, She did not recall the young woman's | 

name, butafter referring to the charge account records, 


. believed her name was Miss MARIE DE LUCIA. She pointed out. 
| that it was her belief that this young woman was recommended . 
. to Blum's by TOM KELLY on whose account the young woman — 
. made charges. She did not recall TOM KELLY accompanying 
the young woman, but recalled receiving instructions from 
an unknown source that the young women bad authority to. 
 . use the TOM KELLY charge account. SMOOT pointed out that. 
|. the young woman!s: purchases on the KELLY account were very _ 

Er mysterious, as the young woman appeared reluctant to divulge 
|: her name and that after reviewing the charge account records, 
she recalls that they referred to the young woman as Miss X 
on some of her charges.  SMOOT pointed out that the young. | 


«woman charged approximately $9,000 worth of clothing, which. - 


- would be included in the wedding trousseau, and that : 
- subsequently she read a newspaper article that the young 


woman was married in the Blackstone Hotel, &nd. that. notorious 
individuals had attended the wedding. SMOOT pointed out | 
that she heard from an unrecalled source that the young 
|  ^woman!s charges on the KELLY account had been paid for 
in cash, but that she did not know who had paid the 
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The following Investigation was conducted by Specia Agent 
WALTER M. HIGGS, JR, on December 2, 1952: 


Interviews With JOSEPH 
and ANNETTE GIGANTE 


Mr. JOSEPH GIGANTE, 1629 North Mobile, Chicago, Illinois, ad- 
vised that he and his wife, ANNETTE, were members of the wedding 
party of his niece, MARIA DE LUCIA, the daughter of PAUL DE 
LUCIA, who married ALEX PONZIO in 194804. Mr. GIGANTE said that 
he could not estimate the size of the group at the reception 
but stated that there were probably hundreds of people there, 
Mr. GIGANTE said that he could recall only Mre CARL WEIDLING 
of 1928 North Osk Park Avenue and ORLANDO PONZIO, brother of 
the groom, as members of the wedding party. Mr, GIGANTE was 
unable to recall the names of any other persons present at the 
wedding or at the reception, 


With regard to the arrangements for the wedding and the reception, 
Mr. GIGANTE said that as fer as he knew, the bridegroom took care 
of all the arrangements including the invitations. Mre GIGANTE 
said that he has no knowledge as to who paid for the cost of the 
wedding reception and said that he did not know how much money 
was given to the bridegroom at the receptione 


Mr. GIGANTE also said that he and his wife gave $100.00 to the 
bridal couple which he handed to the bridegroom in an unmerked 

envelope. Mre GIGANTE recalled that the bridegroom had some 
sort of a valise or briefcase in which he placed all of the 
envelopes handed to him at the receptione Mr. GIGANTE con- 
cluded that he had no further knowledge concerning the arrange- 
ments or proceedings at the wedding reception and could not 
rece ll anyone else who attended this affaire 


Mrs. ANNETTE GIGANTE, 1629 North Mobile, Chicago, Illinois, 
advised that she was a member of the wedding party at the 
reception for MARIA DE LUCIA and ALEX PONZIO in 19548. She 
said that she had no knowledge regarding the invitations or 
arrangements for this affiar nor could she say who paid for 
the cost of this receptions. Mrs. GIGANTE said thet she noticed 
several of the guests as they handed unmarked envelopes to the 
groom at the reception but she did not know what cisposition 
the groom made of these envelopes. | 


e 
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Mrse GIGANTE said that she and her husband, JOSEPH, gave $100.00 
which JOSEPH handed to the groom in an unmarked envelopée Mrs. 
GIGANTE said that this affair was attended by her mother, MrSe 
SUSIE ANDINOLFI, and her sister, Mrs. ANN MANGAN, 7410 West 
Madison Street, and Mrs. PHYLLIS PONTILLO, another sister who 
resides with Mrs. GIGANTE at 1629 North Mobile, 


Mrs. GIGANTE said that she knows that her sister, ANN MANGAN, 
gave $15.00 to the bridal couple and that her sister, PHYLLIS 
PONTILLO, gave $10.00 to she bridal couple. 


Mes. GIGANTE concluded that she had no further information regard- 
ing the arrangements, plans, or other activities at this wedding 
receptione 


Mr8. SUSIE ANDINOLFI, 1629 North Mobile, Chicago, Jllinois 
advised that she attended the wedding reception held in 1948 
for MARIA DE LUCIA and ALX PONZIO and that she gave the bridal 
couple $50.00 which she handed to the bridegroom in an unmarked 
envelope. Mrs. ANDINOLFI said that she had no knowledge con- 
cerning the plans or arraigements which were made “or this 
reception and that she did not see what disposition the bride- 
groom made of the funds wnich were handed to him. | 


Mrse ANDINOLFI said that she did not know who paid the bills 
for the wedding reception and that she could not recall anyone 
outside of her own family who attended this affair, 
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Interview with GLORIA SANDLER 
1110 South 22nd Street 


Bellwood, Illinois 





The following investigation was conducted by Special Agents 
PHILIP C. DUNNE and FRANCIS W. MATTHYS: 


Mrs. GLORIA SANDLER advised that she had been a guest at the 
wedding reception of MARY DE LUCIA and ALEX PONZIO on January 
e, 1948 and further advised that she is ALEX PONZIO!s sister, 
She stated that she could recall several people who were at the 
reception but that she would not identify them for the reason 
that they were close friends and relatives and she did not want 
. Agents of the F.B.I4. asking them what she considered personal 
questions concerning the reception. 


Mrs. SANDLER advised that she and her husband, HAROLD, made a 
donation as customary at Italian weddings by placing their cash 
contribution in an envelope and handing it to the bridal couple 
at the reception but she refused to admit to how much the contri- 
bution amounted. She stated that this was a personal matter 
between her and her husband and the bridal couple. 


Mrse SANDLER stated thet her attitude toward questions concern- 
ing people she knew who were at the reception and the amount of 
money she may have given to the bridal couple was based on the 
fact that this investigation concerned her brother's Yethor- 
in-law and she was going to make no comment, 


Ji 
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INTERVIEWS. WITH MR. AND MRS. CARL WEIDLING 
B LAND MR. AND MRS. PATRICK ae 


E pbave persons were interviewed December 2, 1952 by SAS FRAN CIS B. JENKINS 
^ and JOHN Le BOYLE. | 


The purpose of the invii was to determine what inPormátior. "S could 


. furnish concerning the Wedding reception following the marriage of ALEX PONZIO 


B and the daughter of PAUL DE LUCIA, in view of the fact that the WEIDLINGs were 
: members of the modding party and the GIGANTES were —— at the — 


LN reception, 


- Mr. CARI; WEIDLING, 1928. North Osk Park Avenue, Lm Illino: Ss advised he | 
. w&s an usher at the wedding of DE LUGIA's daughter, MARIA. He stated he did T 
not recall when hé had been first formally asked to be a member of the party E 


/ Put that he was confident the only reason he was asked was becuuse his wife, 


who is a cousin of the bride, was going to be in the party. He stated ne — 
.could not recall any persons who attended the reception with the exception of 
the GIGANTE family and the PONZIOS end that he was not aequainted with any of 

. the other guests who attended. He stated he had given a contribution to the 

. groom of. $25 in cash in an envelope on behalf of himself. and his wife. He 


added that he had not met any members of the DE LUCIA family prior to the 


. wedding and could.not recall seeing the bride's father there. WEIDLING had no 
idea as to ‘the enount of money which was contributed at the LE 


dies. CARL WEIDLING, nee + GIGANTE, advised that she is & cousin cf the pride, 
MARIA DE LUCIA, and that it had been understood for many years that.she would 
be in the wedding party of MARIA when she got married. She stated she could 
not recall when she had beén formally requested to participate in the Wedding 
but that the engagement had been announeed at least six months before the 
| wedding took place. She: said all arrangements for the wedding had been made by- 
.. the bride and that the wedding dresses and accessories had beer obtained: at | 
Blums and Saks. clothing stores in Chicago.. She stated she had given $32 or- 
$35 to MARIA DE LUCIA for the gown which she, Mrs. WEIDLING, wore at the ` 
"wedding and it was her understanding that MARIA DE LUCIA had paid the entire 


Zr bill at one time. She also: recalled that her husband had contributed $25 


on behaif of her and her husband. Mrs. WEIDLING recalled that also in the 


n wedding party were bridesmaids, ANWETTE. GICANTE, 1629 North Morile, and 'a 


girl whose given name was MARY. JANE. but whose family name she was unable: to. 
recall. She also recalled that in attendance at the.party were various 
members of the. GIGANTE, PONZIO, and DE LUCIA families, includirz MINNIE . 

. GIGANTE, 900 block of South Aberdeen. She was unable to recall the names 

. of any of the other guests, stating there had been extensive drinking going 


v on and she. had not paid too much attention to the other guests. She was 








- unable to state how much money had been recoived by the bride SHE — AS o 
gifts but stated she — it was pue & bit, | 


On 
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oW and Mrs, PATRICK GIGANTE, 1928 North Qak Park Avenue, Chicago, Illinois, 
=` advised they had attended. the wedding reception as guests inasmuch as Mr. 
| GIGANTE is a brother of Mrs. PAUL DE LUCIA. They stated they had given a 


joint contribution of $100 in cash in an envelope to the groom but were ~ 
unable to advise: the^ names of any of the other zuests who had sttended other 


- then the immediate members: of the GIGANTE family, the PONZIO family, and the 

DE LUCIA family. Mr. GIGANTD stated he was personally acquainted with DE LUCIA, 
CAMPAGNA, and. GIOE but had, not seen ee or GIOE since pricr to their 
E in 1948. 


Mr. and Ure. GIGANTE. — they had no idea of how i: MF NA bride and 
. groom had reoeived as gifts Prom various guests in the party ard had never 


asked. 


It should be noted that CARL WEIDLING is self-employed in the — 
business and maintains an office at 6509 West Diversey. He wa; formerly 


H employed with the Stewart Construction Company located at 47th and Western. 


PATRICK. GIGANTE is & movie operator. He is presently unenployed, his last — 


employment having been at the Tevine and Harlem Drive In Theater, which is 


; closed for the winter, 


It should be. noted that meee CARL WEIDLING is the daughter of “oA TRICK GIGANTES 


no 
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On December 2, 1952, ANGELO GIGANTE and his wife, MARY GIGANTE, who 
reside at 1053 North Sheridan Road, Chicago, Illinols, were inter- 
viewed concerning the wedding ee MARY DE LUCIA at the 
Blackstone Hotel in January of 1918, 


ANGELO GIGANTE advised that MARY DE LUCIA is his niece, and that 
bis sister is the wife of PAUL DE LUCIA, He advised that in Janu- 
ary of 191.8, both he and his wife, MARY, attended the wedding 
reception at the Blackstone Hotel and contributed $25.00 as a 
wedding ift to the bride and groom, He stated this is an Italian 
custom for friends and relatives to attend the wedding and reception 
and give a gift or contribution in the form of a cash donation 
rather than a wedding presente He stated that approximately 500 
or 600 people attended this wedding reception and that most of 
them were not known to him, He advised that they were relatives 
and friends of the DE LUCIA and PANZIO families, 


ANGELO GIGANTE advised that although his sister is married to 
PAUL DE LUCIA, he seldom visits with PAUL DE LUCIA but often 
visits with his sister in the DE LUCIA home, He stated, however, 
that these visits are strictly friendly visits between brother 
and sister and they never discuss business matters involving 
PAUL DE LUCIA and he has never been on friendly terms with 
PAUL DE LUCIA and has never made inquiry as to his business 
activities. He stated that he is fully aware of tae activities 
of DE LUCIA, CAMPAGNA, and GIOE through the publicity that has 
been given them in the local presse He advised that he ía not 
PI acquainted with either CAMPAGNA or GIOE and could 

s 


furnish absolutely no information cone | — 
associates. Jn oncerning their friends and 


Both ANGELO and MARY GIGANTE advised that they have never rece- 
lved any money from the DE LUCIA family, have never involved 
themselves in any business activities with the DE LUCIA famil 


and have never had an Social activit | | 
"nem y vity with the DE LUCIA family 
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Mrs. FLORENCE GRANATA, nee Florence Ponzio, residence address 
2938 West Flournoy, was interviewed at her home on December 2, 
1952 by SA VERNON P. COYNE. Mrs. GRANATA was interviewed to as- 
certain her knowledge of the wedding reception given her brother 
ALEX PONZIO and his bride in January, 1948 and for any other in- 
formation she might have regarding PAUL DE LUCIA's activities, 
both social and business, since his release from prison on 
parole. 


Mrs. GRANATA advised that her husband, FRANK GRANATA, is an 
undertaker who operates an undertaking establishment in Chicago, 
She steted that the social relations between herself and her 
husband with PAUL DE LUCIA and PAUL DE LUCIA's family are very 
few and far between and that she has not seen PAUL DE LUCIA or 
been at his residence since her sister-in-law, MARY PONZIO, had 
a baby more than two years ago. She stated that sh3 and her 
‘husband had only visited PAUL DE LUCIA's home on a very few oc- 
casions while her brother, ALEX PONZIO, and his bride were re- 
siding at the DE LUCIA home. She stated that she has absolutely 
no knowledge eoncerning any of the social or business activities 
which PAUL DE LUCIA or his family may engage in and to the best 
of her knowledge, her husband has never had any fintnciai deal- 
ings with PAUL DE LUCIA. 


Continuing, Mrs. GRANATA stated that inasmuch es thoir social 
and business relations with PAUL DE LUCIA have been so few and 
far between, she has no knowledge concerning the type of asso- 
ciates that DE LUCIA has and she denied knowing any of the 
other parolees, | s 


Concerning the wedding reception, Mrs. GRANATA stated thet she 
and her husband arrived late at the reception and that she sup- 
poses that many people had already left by the time she and her 
husband had arrived so she has no way of estimating how many 
persons attended the reception although she did note that there 
was a very large crowd. She stated that it is an Italian custom 
for all guests to present cash to the bride and groom as a wed- 
ding present and that her husband had made the contribution for 
her family. To the best of her knowledge, &ccording to Mrs. 
GRANATA, her husband gave approximately $100.00 but she is not 
sure of the enct figure. | 


Mrs. GRANATA advised that the only persons that she knew et the 
wedding were members of her own immediate family and the imme- 
diate family of the bride. 


In conclusion, Mrs. GRANATA advised that she has no «nowledge of 
the amount of money raised by donations at the reception and she 
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has absolutely no knowledge of how this sum of money was spent 
or who took care of the financial details of the receptione 
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INTERVIEW WITH ANTHONY PONZIO 


ANTHONY PONZIO, who resides at 2442 Highland Avenue, Berwyn, Illinois, was 
interviewed December 2, 1952 by SAs FRANCIS B. JENKINS and JOH" L. BOYLE. 

The purpose of the interview was to determine what informetion PONZIO could 
furnish concerning the wedding reception following the marriage of his brother, 
ALEX PONZIO to the daughter of PAUL DE LUCIA. It was previously learned that 
ANTHONY had been a guest at the wedding ———— held at the Elackstone Hotel 
in January, 1948. 


ANTHONY advised he and his wife, NANCY, had attended the weddirg as guests 
only, He stated they were not a part of the official wedding party. He was 
asked whether he could recall the identity of any other guests at the wedding. 
To this he replied that because he had had more to drink that right then he 
was accustomed to having he was unable to recall the names of eny guests other 
than the members of the PONZIO family. Other than the members of the PONZIO 
family, he mentioned his mother-in-law, Mrs. CONCETTA GRA ATO, 767 West Taylor, 
wes among the guests. 


ANTHONY was aso asked whether he hed given a gift to the bride and groom. 
He stated that in accord with the custom at Italian weddings he had given a 
cash gift in the amount of $50. He stated he was unable to es:imete the 
amount that had been given to the bride and groom and had neve» heard the 
m&tter discussed by the bride or the groom or other members of the family. 


Except for the above, PONZIO stated he had no knowledge whatsoever concerning 
the arrangements for the wedding or the guests in attendance. 


ANTHONY PONZIO is 34 years of age and is employed as an engineer for the 


Pennsylvania Railroad. He has been so employed for sixteen years. He is 
married and has four children. He owns his home located at the above address. 


97 
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The following investigation was conducted by SA FRANCIS V, ELLIS: 
Mrs. BURL BONAVIA, 3133 Arlíne Avenue, Rockford, Illinois, tele- 


phone Rockford 5-5895, upon interview advised that she was a brides- 
maid at the wedding of MARY DE LUCIA and ALEX PONZIO in January, 


1948. She stated she had formerly attended the University of Illi- 


nois and that during the school year of 1945 and 19Hh5 she had been 
& roomnate of MARY DE LUCIA in Champaign, Illinois. In the latter 
part of 1947, she had been requested by MARY DE LUCIA to act as 

one of five bridesmaids at her forthcoming wedding. Mrs. BURL 
BONAVIA, who was formerly known as DORTHEA HEERENS, was thereafter 
one of MARY DE LUCTA's attendants at her marriage which took place 7 
at St. Luke's Church, River Forest, Illinois. She was also present 
at the evening wedding reception at the Blackstone Hotel. 


Relative to this reception she estimated that there were from 200 
to 500 people in attendance. She explained that she was absolutely 
unacquainted with any other people there other than MARY DE LUCIA 
and her husband, She stated she recalled that as tne various 
guests arrived at the reception at the Blackstone Hotel they de- 
posited envelopes containing money on a silver tray placed on a 
table near the bride and groom, | 


Relative to her bridesmaid dress, Mrs. BONAVIA stated that this 
dress had been purchased at Blums Vogue on Michigan Avenue, She 
did not know the price of this dress inasmuch as she had not paid 


for it. Mrs. BONAVIA assumed that the dress was a gift from the 


bride to her. 


- Since the above wedding Mrs. BONAVIA has seen MARY LE LUCIA on 


only one occasion that being in September, 1948, when she spent 


a week end with MARY and her husband at the DE LUCIA home in River 


Forest. At that time MARY and her nusband were residing with the 
DE LUCIA family. Since that occasion she has heard nothing from 
MARY until sometime during the past week when she received a let- 
ter from her, She declined to furnish any information as to the 
nature of tnis communication. | 


Mr. BURL BONAVIA was present at the time of the above interview 

and he stated that he was not acquainted and had not attended the © 
wedding of MARY, He pointed out that he and his wif» were married 
on November 20, 1948 and insofar as he knew, neither he nor his 
wife had any contact with MARY DE LUCIA or members oi her family 
since tbat date. 


Og 
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ATTEMPTS TO LOCATE AND INTERVIEW 
DR. LEONARD L. GIGANTE 


Attempts were made to locate and interview Dr. LEONARD L. GIGANTE by Special 
Agent MARIO GREGORIO, inasmuch as ALEX "BEN" PONZIO, JR. advised that Dr. 
GIGANTE was an usher at his wedding; and that GIGANTE is an unole of the bride, 
brother of Mrs. PAUL DE LUCIA. 


"BEN" PONZIO and his brother, ORLANDO PONZIO, each advised that Dr. LEONARD 
Lo. GIGANTE is a dentist at Oak Park, Illinois. 


Latest telephone directories for Chicago, Illinois suburbs reflects one 
LEONARD GIGANTE, DDS, 256 Washington, phone Village 8-0922, Labest classified 
telephone listings for Chicago and suburbs reflects LEONARD L., GIGANTE, 4055 
Ne Sheridan Road, Chicago, Illinois, phone Diversey 8-1443. Information" 
operator, Illinois Bell Telephone Company, advises that the most recent tele- 
phone listings reflect LEONARD L. GIGANTE, DDS, 2514 Harlem Avenue, Elmwood 
Park, Illinois, phone Gladstone 3=7979. 


Several telephone calls were made to the above mentioned telephone listings 

on December 2 and 3, 1952, in an effort to locate GIGANTE. However, no answer 
was received at any of the above with the exception of Diversey 8-143. The 
party answering that number advised that during recent months a number of 
calls have been received asking for Dr. GIGANTE, but GIGANTE is not known at 
this number. This party identified himself as JOHN NIKL, 3737 North Bell 
Avenue, The residence at 256 Washington Boulevard, Oak Park, Illinois, is 
located among apartment buildings. Visits at that address have failed to 
locate anyone at home. 





News apor Accounts of Wedding Rece iion | 


m '8- 35 
| MBH: aaj 





= Phe following investigation was conducted by SA MERLE B. HAMRE 
-rend SA JOHN D CORN: A 


^. The amieiro Herald: — néwspaper edition dating — = 
^. .January 15, 1948 to February 1, 1948, were reviewed and the `. 
only. mentiow made of. the wedding reception held for RICCA! S E 


daughter was found in the Jmuary 25, 1948 issue on page one, 


+ «columns .six and seven, under the heading "Gang's All There! 
RICCA Gives $13,000. Party for Daughter.". This article went 


on to- state that a reception was held for RICCA's daughter at 


. «the Blackstone. Hotel in which two entire floors were taken. over 
for the reception., It stated further thet the ballroom was. 
e banked. with $ | 
| Ware present greeting. SYLVIA DE LUCIA; . The ¿article also stated 


5,000 worth of camelias and seven hundred guests 


that six house detectives "protected" tne party and that hotel 


employees had been warned agairist discussing the party. .The 
‘article mentioned that reports had leaked out that $8,000 had 

+ "been spent for- COMMA 3 and — mentioned a A: buffet | 
| Supper. > A | | A 


The "Chi cago. Datiy 1 News" a EEN January. a. 1948" to 


January: 31, 1948, the "Chicago Sun". editions’ from vanuary 16,. 


EN 1948 to January 215 3198, ‘and the — Daily T* mes" edi tions | — E 
-. from January. 21,. 1948: to Janúary 31, 194 | 


, items concerning the Medding reception with negat: ve results, 


tra 





were all searched for. 
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: PSKY, re ested associate of CHARLES GIOE 


On November 30, 1952, SA JOHN Je OITZINGER and SA VERNON P. COYNE 
called in person at the Office of Grid-L-Hich, Incorporated, 646 
North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, liiinois, so that MARK LIPSKY, 

an officiai of this company who was reputed in tne "Chicago Daily 
"Tribune" to be a friend of CHARLES GIOE, could be interviewed 
regarding his knowledge of GIOE's associates and activities since 
GIOE's parole from the Federal frison. On this occasion, ir. 
BERTRAM FEUERR, the oniy person present in the office of Grid-L- 
Rich, Incorporated, advised that to the best of his knowledge 
MARK LIPSKY was somewhere on the West Coast, but his exact 
whereabouts was not known to him, | 


On December i, 1952, Miss LINDA ROCHESTER, Secretary to MARK LIPSKY, 
advised SA VERNON P. COYNE that MARK LIPSKY is on a business trip — 
in the western Section of the United States and tho date he wlll 
return to Chicago ia indefinite at the present tims. - 


LOU COLLINS, reported associate of GIOE now in Miani 
Beach, pore | | | | 


In regard to LOU COLLINS, it 1s noted that the October 5, 1950, 
issue of the "Chicago Daily Tribune", 3-Star Sports Final Edition, 
on page 2, column 5, carried an article wherein it was reflected 
that LOU COLLINS, tne former owner. of the Silver Bar, was an 
associate of CHARLES (CHERRY NOSE]"GIOE. Á | 


 LOUIS FISHERMAN, owner, Curly Fisherman's Cross Hoads, v0 

South State Street, Chicago, advised SA VERNON P. COYNE and 

SA JOHN J. OITZINGER on November 29, i952, that LOJ COLLINS 

was formeriy associated witn him in the operation of the above- 
named restaurant and cocktail Lounge at the time when it was 
called the Silver Bar. He remarked that COLLINS Jeft Chicago 
approximately two and one half weeks ago for Miami Beach, Florida, 
where he has. taken over the operation of Mother Keiiy's restaurant 
Located on Dade Boulevard in Miami Beach, pores 


CG 58-194 
JFG:ALA 


TIMOTHY J. O'CONNOR 
Commissioner of Police 


Chicago, Illinois l 


On November 29, 1952, Commissioner O'CONNOR was inserviewed by 
Special Agents RAYMOND J. DRISCOLL and JOHN F. GLEAVILLE in 
regard to what information of value he would be abie to furnish 
regarding the activities of the subjects. Commissioner O'CONNOR 
advised he had no personal knowledge on the activities of the 
subjects since they had been released on parole. He stated, how- 
ever, that Lieutenant JOSEPH MORRIS, in charge of she Extortion 
Squad located at Scotland Yard, 2075 Canal Port Avenue, might 
have some information concerning the three subjects, 


Commissioner O'CONNOR phoned Lt. MORRIS in the prescenoe of the 
two interviewing agents and requested him to furnish all informa- 
tion in his possession to the interviewing agents concerning the 
three subjects. 


Commissioner O'CONNOR explained the Extortion Squad of the 
Chicago Police Department has been recently organized to Inves- 
tigate the activities of big time hoodiums operating in Chicago. 
The Police Officers assigned to the Extortion Squad are very 
carefully screened as to their honesty and integrity. The pur- 
pose of this squad is to check allegations concerning attempted 
extortion by hoodlums in Chicago to "muscle in" on legitimate 
business as well as other illegal aotivities that may be called 
to the attention of the Chicago Police Department. | 


Lieutenant JOSEPH MORRIS, NA 
Extortion Squad, Scotland Yard 
2015 West Canal Port Avenue 


On December l, 1952, Lt. MORRIS was interviewed by Special Agents 
KENNETH D. SCHEIWE and JOHN F, GLENVILLE. Lt. MOFRIS stated  . 
he has been attempting to maintain a check on the activities of 
the big time hoodlums in Chicago since the Extortion Squad was 
originated approximately four months ago. He is ecquainted with 
the three parolees, DeLUCIA, CAMPAGNA, and GIOE. He had no in- 
formation as a result of his checks of these subjects that they 
had violated their parole. 


Lt. MORRIS assigned Police Officers EDWARD QUINN, CHARLES FITZ- 
GERALD, and PETER HEIDINGER to surveill PAUL DeLUCIA at his 
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home, 812 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest, Illinois, & suburb of 
Chicago. This surveillance h&s been in progress for the past 
six weeks on a spot-cheok basis. 


On Saturday, November 15, 1952, the above three officers, all 
survellling DeLUCIA at his home, observed him standing in the 
front yard about 9:00 a.m. with his hat and coat on, apparently 
waiting for someone to drive by and pick him up. However, about 
10:00 a.m, they observed DeLUCIA drive in his personally owned 
ear to the home of TONY ACCARDO, who resides at 1131 North Ash- 
land Avenue, River Forest, Illinois. DeLUCIA stopped his car 

at the entrance of ACCARDO'S home for approximately five to ten 
seconds, He then immediately started his car and took a direct 
route back to his own home which he entered. 


Lt. MORRIS was most eooperative and advised that in the future 
if any information of value should come to his attention, that 
he will immediately communicate that information to the FBI 
concerning the subjects. 


Allegations Re CHARLES GIOE 


Lieutenant MORRIS advised he had received a tip that members of 
the Chicago mob were going to attempt to muscle in on the 
operations of a new restaurant known as Milano's located at 
1160'North State Street. According to MORRIS, Milano's grand 
opening of their theater-restaurant took place on approximately 
November 1, 1952. With several of his police officers, he visited 
the restaurant on the night of its grand opening in order to 
identify leading Chicago mobsters, and to interview the MILANO 
boys as to any indication that Chicago mobsters were attempting 

to muscie in on the profits of their business, 





On the night of the grand opening, ANTHONY MILANO, when interviewed 

by Lieutenant MORRIS, assured MORRIS that there was no truth 

to the rumor that members of a Chicago mob were attempting to 

muscle in on his business, During the course of the interview, 

according to Lieutenant MORRIS, ANTHONY MILANO volunteered the 
information that he had heard a. story that "Cherry Nose" GIOE 

was receiving a cut of five cents per loaf of Italian bread sold 

in Chicago. He was unable to furnish Lieutenant MORRIS with any 

additional details concerning this matter, 


MORRIS stated the MILANO family have operated Italian restaurants 


in Ghicago for the past several generations and were famous for 
their food, and, according to his records, the family enjoyed 
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an excellent gau ci Pune Lieutenant MORRIS did nct make any © 
-investigation to ascertain if this rumor was true. While at _ 
the Milano Restaurant at its grand opening, no leeding da 
mobs ters Were observed by Lieutenant MORRIS or his men. | 


ANTHONY MILANO 


On December 2, 1952, Mr. ANTHONY MILANO was inteeyi casa: by SAs | 
J KENNETH D, SCHEIWE and JOHN F, GLZNVILLE at the Milano Restaurant, 
1160 North State Street. He recalled being interviewed by | 

Lieutenant MORRIS and repeated his denial that members of any p 

|» Chicago mob were a EE to muscle in on his business. 


MILANO flatly denied that he told Lieutenant VORRIS. that he had 


| heard a story that "Cherry Nose" GIOE was receivirg five cenis 





.& loaf of Italian bread sold in Chicago. He said he does' not 
know. GIOE or any other Chicago mobs ters. | 


ANTHONY MILANO ery his res taurant ‘with his brother, CARMIE, 
and his brother-in-law, DOMINICK GALLO. He states the Italian 

bread used at his restaurant is purchased from the United Bakery, 

822 North Cicero Avenue, Chicago. He said he had no knowledge — 

of any rumor that anyone was getting a cut on eack loaf of italian 
bread sold in M ] | 


CARMI MILANO 


CARMIE MILANO. was interviewed also by agents SOHEIWE and GLENVILLE, 

He did not talk to Lieutenant MORRIS or any other Chicago police 

officer on the night of their grand opening and had no knowledge 

of any Chicago mobster attempting to move in on their business. 

= He had no knowledge or information concerning a rumor that CHARLES 

| GIOE or anyone else was receiving a cut on each leaf of Italien | 
bread sold in Chicago. | | 


| DOMINICK GALLO 


Mr. GALLO was also interviewed by SAs SCHEIWE and GLENVILLE at the 
Milano Restaurant. He advised he has been engagec as a partner 

with the MILANO brothers since the grand opening cf the Milano 

Restaurant. He had no knowledge of attempts of ary Chicago mobster | 
to muscle in on their business. He did not have any information 
concerning the rumor that CHARLES — or anyone else was dial 
a cut. on Italian. bread Sold in Chicag 


14 





CG g8- 19h, 
JFG/b1j 


i NICHOLAS MARCUGCI 


- President of United Bakery 
822 Nor th „Cicero, 2, Chicago 


on Daconber: es 1952, Mr, MARCUCO SI, Wen interviewer in his office, 
advised he had. no information concerning the story that CHARLES - 
^GIOE or any other Chicago mobster was receiving a «ut on Italian 
bread sold in Chicago. He said that he was not acc uainted: wi th 

- CHARLES GIOB. | | 


Mr. MARCUCCI explained that bakeries that specialize in raan 
and French breed are represented by the Iilinois Specielty Sakers 
Association, located fn Room 1219, 108 West Randolrh Street, 


P phone RAndolph 65-7361. The association is made up of members. 


B United Bakery 


who own bakeries in the Chicago area anc was formec in 1931 or 
1932. He is a mémber of the association. The purpose of the 
association is to negotiate labor contracts with urions and to 
iron out grievances that may arise between management. and labor. 
Labels that are pasted on the bread are purchased ty bakeries | 
at the present time for $4.50 per thousand. The purchase of these 
labels is considered-an assessment to enable the association to > 
operate and represent bakery owners, According to Mr. MARCUCCI, | 
the association has no power to compel its members to follow its. 
decisions. There is no written contract with the association 
and members may withdraw at any time. Mr. MARCUCCI has had no 
occasión to entirely disregard decisions of the association but, 
on occasions, has disagreed in some respects with its dec1915854 
As a whole, he has followed the decisions of the association along 
with other members, He has no knowledge of any acts of violence - 
during the past 20 years that he has. been & member, nor does he 
have any informa tion of. mob influence ——— eor.trol of the 
association. m. | | 


PETER L. COHEN | : 
‘Engineer and Accountant . 





Mr. COHEN was interviewed at the office of the United Bakery 
on December 2, 1952. He explained that he is an aczountant for the 


^. United Bakery as well as other members of the Illinois Specialty 





Bakers Association. He is well acquainted with memoers of this | 
association and has no knowledge of anyone receivinz a cut on 
each lo&f of Italian bread sold in Chicago. He knows of no acts 
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of errore occurring as & result of differences ce tween the | 
association and bakers, and has no information concerning mobs ter — 
-influence ' in me Beso te Mone, He is not Ani with aa 
GIOE. Aa Ku | 


Mr. COHEN audits the accounts | of the. coins bakeries who are i 
members: en the association: 


de in Bakery. J 
635 South Western Avenue 
. Chicago, Do USE MEN 


de Gonnelle S i | 
:- 2012 Erie Street 
e 


New’ Royal | 
. Route 45, Clybourn — 
Chicago, CASA 


| ES Nuti : nd 
.- 645 West Grand Avenue . 
"Ohicsgo, Illinois 


NELLO CORTESI 
Secretary. 
United. Bakery 


MP. CORTEST was also. interviewed on December 2, 1652 at his office 
"at the United Ràkery,. He.had. no knowleüge of a rumor that any 


. mobster was receiving a cut on Italian bread sold in the Chicago: 
ares, He also subs tantia ted the purposes of. the- ]llinois. 


(^ Specialty ‘Bakers’ Association and had no informaticn that the criminal” 
element had any. influence on members ef: ‘the ERROR tions: 
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The following investigation was conducted by Special Agent 
PHILIP Co DUNNE: - | 


Captain THOMAS ALCOCK, Commanding Officer of the hist Police 
District, Chicago, Illinois, who has an active interest in 
leading police characters in Chicago, was interviewed with 
the following results: | 


Captein ALCOCK advised that as far as he has been able to deter- 
mine JOYE, RICCA, and CAMPAGNA have been very conscientious 
about their parole and "have been leaning over backwards" to 
avoid any occasions which would jeopardize their present parole 
Statuse 


Captain ALCOCK stated that these three parolees have not been 
reported as associating with any underworld characters or fre- 
quenting any places where police characters are known to frequent. 


Captain ALCOCK was interviewed with reference to the wedding of 
the daughter of PAUL RICCA and he stated that he had no informa- 
tion indicating the source of the funds whách were used to defray 
the expenses of the wedding. 


INVESTIGATION AT CHICAGO 
CRIME COMMISSION 


The following interview was conducted by SA FRANK He MOORE, JR. 
and SA JOE C. WHEELER on December 1, 1952: 


WALTER DEVEREAU, Chief Investigator, Chicago Crime Commission, 
79 West Monroe Street, in the absence from Chicago of VIRGIL 

We PETERSON, Operating Director, examined records of that office 
advising that no information as to the activities of DE LUCIA, | 
GIOE, and CAMPAGNA since their release had come tc their attention 
other than that appearing in the local press and before the 
Kefauver Crime Commission. i 
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INTERVIEW WITH ALEX LOUIS: GREENBERG 


"ALEX LOUIS. GREENBERG was | interviewed by Special Agent JOHN Lis BOYLE on 
December i, 1952 because he is a known acquaintance of ape CHARLES 


m JOYE and is the owner of. the hotel ne JOYE —— M 


GREENBERG — he is ‘the owner of the Canadian Ace Seine pa 
$940 South Union Avenue, and the Seneca Hotel, 200 Bast Chestaut Street, 
Chicago, The subject JOYE resides at the Seneoa Hotel, GREENBERG stated 
he has known all the subjeots in this case for many years, Fe claims, — 
however, he has not seen either DE LUCIA or CAMPAGNA since before they n 
were coumitted to prison at Atlanta, He further claims he hes seen —— 
augiüentally because of his residence at the. Seneca Hotel. 


GREENBERG was advised the orua had reason p believe the books of 
the Canadian Ace Brewing Company would reflect the ‘source of funds used 
in the payment of the tax claim against DE LUCIA and CAMPAGNA, It is.to -~ 
be noted that information to this effeot is contained in the files of the 
Chisago Office ‘as having been furnished to the United meet | 


Chicago, in an enone communication, | 


: GREENBERG denies any knowledge whatever concerning the source of funds 
used to pay income tax for DE LUCIA and CAMPAGNA, and states the books 
of his organization are available for audit at any time. He stated he  . 
. does not know what. line of business JOYE is in at the present time, and - 
stated as a matter of fact he bas considered it best not to ask JOYE. 
any questions about anything. Except for chance meetings, ne has no | 
contact with JOYE at all... He claims he does not know any o? the PONZIO 
family, has no pd M concerning the wedding. of PONZIO and DE meine 
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X 
WILLIAM "SMOKEY" ALLISSIO DUE 


On: Decémber 3, 1952 Special Agents PHILLIP C, DUNNE and FRANCIS W, 
MATTHYS contacted Mrs. SARA LOSAVIO, 1121 Huron Street, Chicago, - 
7 . Tilinois, sister of WILLIAM v ** ALLISSIO, in an effort to locate 
| him for interview concerning the identity and whereabouts of JIMMY 
: Yuu sentione: o las the individual who had put up 
y for PAUL DE LUCIA, was. Paul Ricca, She stated that ALLISSIO 
was today moving to another residence but that she was unabl2 to recall 
the address of either the new or old house, She promised to have 
ALLISSIO call the: Field Office as soon as he contacted her, | 









During the course of this investigation, efforts were made eci&l 
Agent LEO B, FEARY to ascertain the whereabouts of one GERALD OVELLI, 
who is allegedly ‘acquainted with JIMMIE RYAN, Officers WILLIAM DONOVAN - 
; and PATRICK FITZGERALD of the Chicago Police Department, whe tre well. 
acquainted with GERALD COVELLI, advised that the most recent information 
they have concerning the activities of COVELLI indicates that he was - 
arrested in the San Francisco or Los Angeles area within the past year 
. for failure to register as an ex-convict, They stated that although 
they could furnish no definite information as to his exact address, 
they are certain that he is presently residing in San Francisco, Accord~ 
— ingly this information was furnished to the San Francisco and the Los 
Angeles Offices to locate and interview GERALD COVELLI, 





| CQ. $8-19h 
RPB&clb | 


Tel, of another government agency, on December 2, 1952 furnished the - 
^ following information relative to PAUL DE LUCIA: — —— 


Referral/Consult 





 T- 8, of another government agency, on December 2, 1952 advised that he 


had no information concerning the business interests, activities or | 


i associates of LOUIS CAMPAGNA, 


(5 T- $, of another government agency, on December 2, 1952 furnished the | 
following information relative to CHARLES JOYE: =~ x 


Referral/Consult 
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He stated he had no additional informatidn. concerning the activities, 
financial interest or associates of CHARLES JOYE — 
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| Life lagarto : 


‘SA VERNON P, COYNE, in MOT ‘to locate istürés of the FONZIO-DE LUCIA 


wedding which occurred in January, 1948, if any such pictures were taken or 


| published, caused a search to be made by. the employees of Life Magazine 
Circulation Department ab 540 North Michigen: Avenue y Chicago, for any. suoh | 
pictures with negative results as the names of the principal involved in 
ewes Qu not in Life Magazine indices. | | 


IE 8A VERNON. P. COYNE,- to further verify the negative results. obtained from 


Life Magazino personally revi ewed ell copies of Life Magazine for. the 

-- period January 24, 1948 through March 1, 1948, which are on file at the. 
f Chicago Publio Library, Randolph and Mioniéan, Chicago. | No pictures of. 

the PONZIO-DE LUCIA wedding were noted, | - ens 


5 Dreko Hotel. | | 
. North Michigan Avenue and Bast Lake Shore Drive 
| £hica Os Illinois — — | 









, On Korno: 29, 1952 7-4, of known reli d bin captioned hotel, 
. furnished information regarding 
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sas noted from the records whioh were made available by T-4 that on 


-4 advised that the reoords of 





On ‘Deoenber 1, 1952 the ts persons were interviewed at theDrake 
Hotel by SA VERNON P. COYNE to determine if GIZZO associated vith CHARLES 
 GIOB or any of the other parolees while he wes a guest at the Dreke Hotel. 
In each instance, the person interviewed advised that he reoailed that 
GIZZO had been & guest at the hotel on several occasions and identified 
 GIZZO's photographs but they were unable to identify any of the parolees 
as being a visitor at GIZZO's rooms on these occasions althougn presos 
graphs of all the parolees were displayed to them; 
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THOMAS CAWLEY, Bell Man; LLOYD SMITH, In Charge of —— 
and ALFRED OLSON, Bell Captain. 


Mr. THOMAS BURNS, former Vice-President and General Manager of 
the Drake Hotel who now resides at 1306 West Beach, Biloxi, 
Mississippi, who was interviewed in Chicago as he is presently 

 & guest at the Drake Hotel, advised SA VERNON P. CCYNE that to 
his knowledge he has never seen TONY GIZZO in person and he 

had only heard of GIZZO through GIZZO'!s name appearing in the local 
newspaper regarding an investigation made at Kansas City, Missouri 
over a gangland killing; and it was this newspaper article which 
prompted him to bann GIZZO from being a gubst at the Drake Hotel. 
in the future. He stated that he had no knowledge of whom GIZZO 
associated with while he was in Chicago. 


PATRICK J. TOUHY, 


Chief, Cook County Highway Police 


Captain TOUHY was interviewed on November 29, 1952 by SAs TOM E. 
CHAPOTON and JOHN L. BOYLE.  TOUHY, who is well accuainted with 
the background and character of the subjects in this case, advised 
he was unable to provide any information which wouid be of value 
in this investigation. He stated on the other hand, he was of the 
opinion that all the subjects are being extremely cautious in all 
their activities, to prevent any suspicion of mp arising 
and thereby jeopardizing their parole status. 


= Captain JOHN WARREN - 
East Chicago Avenue 
| Police District 


Captain WARREN was interviewed on November 29, 195? by SAs TOM 
E. CHAPOTON and JOHN L. BOYLE. He advised he has not heard of a 
| single instance concerning any activities on the part of the subjects 
in this case which might be of value in this investigation. 
Captain WARREN 1s fuliy acquainted with the background of the sub- 
jects but states the only one of the three he has seen since their 
parole is CHARLIE JOYE, who lives in his district at the Seneca 
Hotel. 
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IDENTITY OF INFORMANTS 










«Tol: 
SAS RUSSE | NT: 
ARMSTRONG — 2, 1952. 
T-2:. 
Retertal/ Consult 
AS RUSSELL 
P. BALDWIN and ANDREW A. ARMSTRONG on 
December e, 1952. 
T-3: 





. BALDWIN and ANDREW ^. ARMSTRONG on 
December 2, 1952. 


The above individuals requested that their identities be 


, kept confidential. | | | b7D 
| | identity 


in this investigation be kept confidential. 
This informatíon was furnishec to SA VERNON 
P. COYNN on November 29, 1952. | | 


ADMINISTRATIVE = 


On November 28, 1952, the Detroit Office was advised by 
teletype to investigate the activities, background, and &sso- 
ciations of LOUIÉ CAMPAGNA at Berrien Springs, Michigan, 
where he operates a farm. 
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On November 28, 1952, the Indianapolis Office was sdvised by 

teletype to investigate the activities and associations of 

LOUIS CAMPAGNA at Fowler, Indiana, where he 2 a farm 
with his son. l 


On Noventa? Do 1952, the Indienapolis Office was advised 
by teletype that the banking operations of the farn of 
CAMPAGNA at Fowler, Indiana, are carried on at the Lafayette 
National Bank. | 


On December 2, 1952, the Miami Office was advised oy teletype 
to interview LOU COLLINS &t Miami Beach, Florida, since LOU 
COLLINS is an associate of CHARLES GIOE. : 


On December d. 1952, both the Los Rashes and San Francisco 
Offices were advised by teletype to locate and interview one 
GERALD COVELLI as to the identity of JIMMIE RYAN. 


LEADS 
CHICAGO DIVISION: 


At Chicago, illinois, 


|» Will locate and interview Dr. LEONARD J. GIGANTE, 
uncle of Mrs, ALEX BEN PONZIO, as Dr. GIGANTE w&s an Usher at 
the wedding January 24, 1948. Dr. GIGANTE is reported to be 
at GLadstone 3- -1919, address 2514 SPD A Elmwood Perk, 
Illinois. 


Will interview Mrs. ANN MANGAN, 7419 West Madison 
Street, sister-in+law of JOSEPH GIGANTE. Mrs. MANGAN reportedly 
attended the wedding reception. 


Will interview Mrs. PHYLLIS PONTILIO, 1629 North 
Mobile, likewise a sister-in-law of JOSEPH GIGANTE. Mrs. 
.PONTILLO is reported to have been a guest at the wedding 
reception, 
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will interview FRANK GRANATA at the undertaking 
parbr on Sacramento Boulevard. FRANK is the husband of 


- FLORENCE GRANATA, who is reported to have attended the | 


wedding Rocco 


i | Will interview PETER GRANATA, address bs th 
Street, Chicago, reported by FLORENCE GRANATA to. heve been 
at tne wedding a 


| will interview LORRAINE GRANATA at langle 
Florist, as she reportedly attended the wedding reception. 


. Will examine the books of the Calumet Con- 
‘struction Company and Consolidated Molding Company for 
information in connection with the activities of subject 
GLO 


= Will attempt to locate and dütepyic WILLIAM 
"SMOKES" ALLISSIO and cuestion him as to the identity of 
TINN RIEN; 


At Seneca, Illinois. 


| Will locate ART CONN, who managed DE LUCIA'S 

Kendall County farm from 1949, to February, 1951, in order 

to ascertain DE LUCIA'S activities, as well as the identities 

of individuals who visited the farm, identities of individuals 
employed on the farm, and particularly a man knowr as "RED," 


= Will questio CONN as to the wheresbouts of 
STANLEY STREMLAU, who supposedly managed this farm prior to 
CONN'S employment. 


Will interview BILL JOHNSON, c/o the Chevy 
| Chase Inn, formerly known as the Bon-Aire Club, as to the 
ES identity of JIMMY RYAN. | | 


REFERENCES Phone call from the Bureau 11/26/5%. 
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Teletype to Miami dated 12/2/52. — 
.Teletypes to Indianapolis 11/28 anc 29/52. 
Teletype to Détroit 11/28/52. 


 Teletypes to Los Angeles and San Francisco ` 
12/3/52... | SAPE 
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Nevada, and reportedly had been traveling 
between Las Vegas.and Chicago.  COVELLI's a 
uncle, JOHN R. —BORCIA, confined Folsom, — 
California Prison. BORCIA formerly operated 


Primrose Path Tavern Chicago, reportecly 
associated with[  ] 
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Ge A, 50-125 
DETAILS: 


At Los Angeles, California 


Investigation was conducted by SAs JAPES H, 
MC DONALD and the writer. 


Information was received that]  ăć  — — o | 
AAA 
WOVELLI and wnile[ —— ^ ^ ^ O 


OVELLI discussed the paroles o E AI E AGNA y as IONE, of 

and PAU ire According tol ë — lonl | D6 
was tne OOO — — | b7C 
wed by CANPAGNA and DE LUCIA and — Db7D 
agents of tbe Internal ievenue bureau. EMEN 


ERALD 







iat COVELLI had operated a tave in Chicago and 
btained the impression tna as either a 
partner ə OVELLI or frequented this tavern inown as tne 
Primrose Path. It was reported tnat CCVELLI was thought to be 
in California, and it was desired that he be interviewed 
concerning the foregoing information. 







GERALD JOSE COVELLI, FBI No. 1995290, on april 

l2, 19 sents at Los Angeles, when Interviewed | 
on other "matters, that he was released from Joliet, lilinois 
State Penitentiary on November 2, 1950, after serving a 
sentence. At tne time of the inte: View le was residing 

2851 Wellington 3osd, Los ángeles, telephone PApivay 3863, vitn 
his uncle, JOHN 1. 532C1A. 


COVELLI claimed ne uas then eee s by the wife of 
BORCIA, who operated tne Ann iicnardson Actors Aceney at 
8535 Suns ct Boulevard, Los angeles, telephone CRedtview 
5-5193., . BORCIA'S wife used the name AN RICHARDSCN and | 
reportedly has also used the names ANN PELLEGRINI, hrs. 
LOUIS BEBO, and LOIS JOHNSTON. B 


Áttenpta were made on vecember 3, 1952, to locate 
COVELLI at 2851 Wellington Road and at (535 Sunset Boulevard. 
No information could be developed at either address concerning the 
whereabouts of COVELLI. The Ann Richardson Actors Agency 
reportedly has been discontinued in Los Angeles. 
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| The following information was obtained from Captain 
JAMES E. HAMILTON, Intelligence Division, Los Angeles Police 
Department, and the files of that agency: 


COVELLI registered with the Los Angeles -olice 
Department as an ex-convict on May 9, 1951, pursuant to 
regulations of a municipal ordinance. He was arrested by 
officers of the Los Angeles Police Department on May 12, 
1951, on a warrant charging him with failure to promptly 
register as required by law and for giving false information 
when he registered as an ex-convict.  COVELLI was convicted. 
He appealed from the conviction and his appeal was denied. 
He was sentenced to serve two jail sentences of six months 
each, to run consecutively. After serving approximately eT 
days in the Los Angeles City Jail, COVELLI agreed to a 
voluntary probation on the following terms: 


l. That ne renain outside the state of California 
for three years, the duration of tne probationary period; 


2. That his attorney show the court a one-way 
ticket for COVELLI from Los Angeles to vnicago, Illinois; 


3. That Los Angeles Police Department cfficers 
accompany COVELLI to the Los Angeles Airport upon his 
departure from tae city. | 

COVELLI departed California at Los Angeles via 
plane about April 12, 1952, for Chicago. “he Los Angeles 
Police Department has no information indicating CCVELLI nas 
since returned to California. "E 


COVELLI's uncle, JOHN R. BORCIA, is now confined 
to California State Prison at Folsom following bis conviction 
at Los Angeles on a narcotics charge. 


COVELLI's wife, JAN COVELLI, reportedly resides at 
3729 North Magnolia, Chicago, Illinois, telephone East Gate 
17-9533. His father, JOSEPH COVELLI, and an aunt, HELEN R. 
BORCIA, reportedly reside at 95% North Hamlin, Chicago, 
Illinois. 
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JOHN R. B 
Tavern in Chicaso. 


ly operated the Primrose Path 
was reported to be either a 









par tner of BORCIA in t ern or worked n for pg 
luly 1950, was engaged as and 7 
of the Tam O'Shanter Club, inois. O/C 


Captain HAMILTON further advised that Lcs Angeles 
Police Department officers observed COVELLT at the flamingo 
Hotel, Las Vegas, Nevada, on July 18, 1952, and received 
information that COVELLI had been traveling between Las Vegas 
and Chicago, the exact nature of his business being unknown to 
them. ! | 


Records of the Los Angeles Police Department reflect 
COVELLI was in custody o? the Chicago, Illinois Police Department 
on April li, 1952, charge not given. Captain HAUILTON stated 
that if COVELLI returns to the state of California during the — 
three year probationary period upon which he is now at liberty 
COVELLI will be arrested as a probation violator end required 
to serve the balance of his sentence. | | 
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| JOHN R. BORCIA advised Buresi Agents on 4/12/51 
that he had one brother employed at that time by tie Chicago 
PD and another brother employed by the SO. at Chicazo. He | 
did not furnish the names of his brothers. 


JOHN R BORCIA additionally told — Agents. that 
| FBI Agents surveilled him years ago in connection vith their 
|. . investigation of the Alvin Karpis gang and in connection with 
"^. the ROSS kidnapping case.  BORCIA claimed close S 
with JOHNNIE TORRIO, DANIJEL "TUBEO" GILBERT, and CIARLES 
FISCHETTI, the death of the latter having come to 3ORCIA!s 
attention the day prior to the interview. he Spoke dispara- 
gingly of FISCEETTI. 


GERALD JOSEPH COVELLI has a brother, DOMINIC: COVELLI, 
who is employed as a patrolman in the Highland Park Division of. 
the LAPD. Captain JA:5S E. HAMILTON advised that DOMINIC 

COVELLI is very close to his brother, GERALD, or was very close 
to him, when GERALD was in Los Angeles, and he confidentially | 
advised chat ne does not believe DOMINIC COVELLI to be 
sufficiently r eliable where the brother is concerred for an 
inquiry to be made of DONINIC. He said the LAPD has had under 
way certain efforts to remove DOMINIC COVELLI from the Department, 
these efforts not having been successful to date. Ine LAPD nas 
no information to indicate that DOMINIC COVELLI knows the 
present location of GERAL COVELLI. Captain HAMILTON stated 
in strictest confidence he believed that if inguiry were — 


and re] then be opacicalio inpcss ble to locate GERALD 
COVELLI for interview. sor these reasons no attenpt was made 
to interview DOMINIC COVELLI concerning the whereabouts of 
GERALD JOSEPH COVELLI. 


LEADS 





THE CHICAGO OFFICE 


| At Chicago Illinois: Will make inauiry of JAN 
COVELLI, 3729 North — — Č olla, Unicaso, telephone East Gate 
7-9533, as to the whereabouts of her husband, GERALD JOSEPH 
COVELLI. 
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Will make a similar inquiry of COVELLI's father, 
JOSEPH COVELLI, and aunt, HELEN R. BORCIA, 95% North Hamlin, 
Chicago. MET | | | PE 


If GERALD JOSEPH COVELLI is not located through 
relatives in Cnicago, it is suggested that inquiry be 
directed to the Salt Lake City Office for investigation 
at Las Vegas, Nevada, to locate COVELLI. 


REFERENCE: Chicago teletype to Los Angeles 12/3/52. 
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- On December 5, 1952, Mey f ROBERT ké) DIA | 
Chelf Committee, was contacted xs office hy the writer and he 
[ch he has regarding allegations 
A bribery involved in the paroles 
bun — to the Attorney General 


| JERNARL that the 
of the subjects. has been pre — 
and the Director, FBI. COL (FR aavis pi that the information 
regarding this ne ke contained in his memo of July 10, 
1952, and copies of BERBAPD's statemen made at the Executive 
ittee on October 10, 1952, both of which | 
1 the FBI, He advised 
that the copy of BERNARD's statement inc} uded all the information — 
> Executive Hearing, and also advised that the 
ecutive Hearing was 1 pt available. 
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» Trensaitted herewith to the Buren are throe copies of the report | 
ef Bpectal Agent ROBERT K. LEWIS dated December " 1952, at i D, Co, 
in — matter, | 


In regard to the statement. of ALLEN BERNARD mado at the Bane | 
‘Hearing of October 10, 1952, ROBERT COLLIER advised that this was, apparently, 
| & prepared statement and ata. not contain information beyond that which was 
supplied in COLLIER's memo of September 10, 1952. -COLLIER did not have copies 
- of this statement to furnish this office and advised copies were previously | 
 eupplied to the Attorney General and the FBI. It ts suggested that pertinent 
AnformaSion in BERNARD" e statement be eae ada in a Bureau report. | 
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E / 
allegations or disclosed the sources of his information by December, 
1952, he would be citad for contempt, COLLIER pointed out that he 
has heard nothing from BERNARD since the Executive Héaring and stated 
that he expects to have BERNARD interviewed in New York by a member 
of the Chelf Committee and anticipates further deyelopments within 
the next ten days arising from this interview. F added that 
BERNARD is a "peculiar" character and coumen 'that at the time of 
the Executive Hearing, it was noted that there was lipstick on all 
the cigarette butts left by BERNARD in the eshtrays. COLLIER also 
advised that he had no additional informatión whatsoever concerning 
the subjects of this case or the oircumstaáces surrounding their 
paroles. . 


$ 
x 


COLLIER commented that this — matter is still pending 
with the Chelf Committee and added that he has discussed BERNARD's 
allegations with the Attorney Genera} on several occasions, the last 
such discussion occurring on pers h, 1952. 
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REFERENCE: $ Bureau letter to Washington riof office 
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irector, PBI (56-2000 
E, OR : ] 


S 
2f ->C C0- abl 
LOUIS COMPAGNA, was., ot al 
| BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTERS 


Enclosed herewith are two correoted copies of the 
report of Special Agent Robert K. Lewis, dated December 5, 1952, 
at Washington, D. C., for the Chicago Office and onc corrected 
copy of said report for the Washington Field Office. 


It is noted that these corrected copies contain 
additional information in the files of the Chelf Committee in 
possession of the Bureau whieh was not available to the 
Washington Field Office at the time they interviewec Robert 
Collier, Chief Counsel, Chelf Committee, on December 5, 1952. 
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REPORT MADE AT | HATE WHEN PERIOD POR WHICH MADE REPORT MADE BY |. ui l ! 
WASHINGTON, D. C. | 12/5/52 12/5/52 ROBERT K., LEWIS  DDJ2HJK 
TITLE CHARACTER OF CASE | 
LOUISLCAMPAGNA, was., et al BRIBERY o 
ME PAROLE MATTERS 


SYNOPSISOFFACTS: ALLEN BERNARD, free-lance writer, advised 
f "E Chelf Committee in June, 1952, that he had 
| 2. Py information that $750,000 was paid to effect 
f the parole of above subjects, one-third of 
y /2-G y dl which sum was received by former Attorney | 


General Tóm Clark,  BERNARD refused to identify 
sources of information at this time end again 


ARA before Executive Hearing Committee on October 10, 
NOS | . 1952, BERNARD's statement on October 10, 1952, 
law set out, | JE 
N hd a ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED uU 
V x ~ RUC e HEREIN I$ UN ZLASSIHE. —— Ñ 
ş EN | | | DAT GY DU Que 
V. 3 DETAILS: AT WASHINGTON, D, C. 
: SM 
YN [S On December 5, 1952, Mr. ROBERT COLLIER, Chief 
2 E Counsel, Chelf Committee, made available the following E 
x information which he stated had previously been referred to 
< the Attorney General and to the FBI in & memorandum dated 
— July 10, 1952. The pertinent portions of this memorandum 
| $ A are set out hereinafter: MEM | 
SX "ALLEN BERNARD -- describing himself as & free- 
Wadd lance writer, address 413 East 52nd Street, New York, 
enn New York -- contacted the Subcommittee on June 18, 1952. Ñ 
J o This individual reported he had information to prove | Y 
EM that the amount of $750,000 was paid to obtain the parole 
^ N of the four gangsters. BERNARD stated that the pay~off 
l^ involved three people representing the gangsters and three ¿Wi 
um" A RECORDED 
Pra, Tar caa — — EON. 
aan MEM = ——- 
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individuals who split the $750,000. Attorney General AE 
Tom Clark, according to BERNARD, received $250,000. x. 


Another $250,000 went to a tplace higher than Clark,t 
which he indicated was someone in the White House. 


. “BERNARD advised that he could back up his 
allegations by sworn statements and indicated that he 
is presently in touch with two of the three people 
representing the gangsters. BERNARD categorically 
refused to divulge the identity of these individuals. 


"BERNARD mentioned MAURY HUGHES sé an attorney 
in Dallas, Texas, and reportedly a close friend of 
Tom Clark -- who, according to prior investigation 
by the Subvommittee of the Committee on Expenditures, 
played a small part in obtaining these paroles. BERNARD 
characterized HUGHES? testimony before the Congressional 
Subcomnittee on Expenditures as 'fantastict and stated 
1t was obvious that HUGHES was lying. BERNARD stated 
that he could verify his allegations with & record of | 
the plene on which the two men brought the money from "x 
Dallas to Washington, the name of the hotel where they 
stayed, etc. He stated that he had already checked 
these matters out. 


| "Regarding BERNARD!s background, it is noted _ 
that he stated he was formerly & reporter-investigator 
for the New York Journal-American and then went to 
Mexico, where he edited a magazine. In recent years he 
did a series of eight articles for the New Republic 
Magazine, in which he exposed ship scandals," 


Mr. COLLIER also advised that BERNARD appeared at the Executive ~~ 
Hearing of the Committee October 10, 1952, and submitted a 

prepared statement and offered no further information. This 
statement is as follows: | 


"I ask for leave to incorporate the following 
statement in the record as a portion of my testimony. 


"I reside at 413 East 52nd, in the Borough of 
Manhatten, City, County and State of New York, 


"I was on the 8th day of October, 1952, served 
with a subpoena to appear, before the Subcommittee to 
Investigate the Department of Justice, of the Judiciary, 
on Friday, October 10th, 1952, at 10 A.M., at Washington, D.C. 
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eq od 


b ds of twenty-fiye years I have been 
engaged" as UPmenporof the Jorking press as a reporter, 


research man and writer, and I am presently a freelance 
writer. 


"In the course of writing an article on law enforce- 
ment agencies of the United States, I came across certain 
leads which seemed to me to be worthy of examination. 
Statements have been made to me, but I have not yet been 
able to corroborate those statements, nor to obtain matter 
which would have the weight of judicial authority. 
Accordingly, I have been unwilling to publish, or cause 
to be published, any articles, fearing that the publishers 
thereof would be subjected to suit which could not be 
successfully defended in the absence of proof having the 
weight of legal evidence. My knowledge of the events as 
of this date is entirely hearsay. 


"I have stated fully and fairly to counsel the 
present state of my research. I have been advised by 
him that unless I am possessed of testimony which would be 
relevant and material that I cannot be compelled to dis- 
close the sources of my information. For their protection, 
as well as the protection of persons in public office 
whose reputations would be needlessly besmirched by hearsay 
as yet unsubstantiated, I must therefore respectfully decline 
to reveal the sources of that information. I believe that 
in so doing I am best serving the public interest because 
I do not believe in the wisdom or propriety of stating 
scandalous gossip with regard to men highly placed in our 
government, 


Allen Bernard,” 


COLLIER said that at the Executive Hearing, BERNARD 
had been advised that unless he gave his facts to substantiate 
his allegations or disclosed the sources of his information 
by December, 1952, he would be cited for contempt. COLLIER 
pointed out that he has heard nothing from BERNARD since the 
Executive Hearing and stated that he expects to have BERNARD 
interviewed in New York by a member of the Chelf Committee 
and anticipates further developments within the next ten days 
arising from this interview. COLLIER added that BERNARD is a 
"peculiar" character and commented that at the time of the 
Executive Hearing, it was noted that there was lipstiék on all 


— 





the cigarette butts left by BERNARD in the ashtrays. COLLIER 
also advised that he had no additional information whatscever 
concerning the subjects of this case or the circumstances 
surrounding their paroles. 


COLLIER commented that this entire matter is still 
pending with the Chelf Committee and added that he has 
discussed BERNARD's allegations with the Attorney General 
on several occasions, the last such discussion occurring 
on December kh, 1952. 
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SAC, Chicago D3oember 12, 1952 
/,  Pireetor, FBI e | 
SMa y * 
| LOUIS COMPAGNA, WAS., ET AL $ 
BRIBERY; PAROLE MATTERS; ty pi / 
FALSELY CLAIMING CITIZENSHIP ipsc 


On November 10, 1952, the Attorney Genercl inquired 
as to whether United States Attorney Otto Kerner, ¿T., Chicago, 
Illinois, had been reinterviewed concerning his hardling of 
the apneal in the above-eaptioned matter. You will. recall 
that your office interviewed Mr, Kerner on November 14, 1952, 
primarily concerning the wedding reception phase ol! the 
investigation of Delucia. For your additional information, 
there is attached hereto a copy of a memorandum da::ed 
November 19, 1952, which covers the complete results of the 
investigation relative to the failure of the Department to 
appeal the DeLucia parole matter. 


Since your previous interview with Mr. Korner was . 
limited primarily to the wedding reception matter, you are > .. 
now instructed to completely interview Mr. Kerner as to his 2 “_ 
handling of the appeal and his personal reasons for recommending 
against 1t. This should include inquiry as to any confidential _, 
information he might have; amy telephone calls or other un- . 
recorded inquiries on the part of individuals interested in . 
behalf of the above subjects; or any other observetions he 
might have which would be of value in obtaining evidence as 
to bribery or a basis for the revocation of DeLucia's parole. 


You are also instructed, during the course of this 
interview, to inquire of Mr. Kerner as to all phases of his 
handling of the litigation involving the subjects, Compipna and 
(joe, since their release on parole in August, 1947, and any 
4nformtion that has come to his attention which vould be 
pertinent to the present investigation, d 
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, STANDARD FORM NO, 64 * 


Office Memolbidum - UNITED NT GOVERNMENT 


TO : Director, FBI (58-2000) E DATE: December 9, 1952 


oe inci : SAC, Chicago (58-194) 


SUBJECT: MG RN was. ET AL. 


| | | ALL INFOF RATION CONTAINED — 
BRIBERE, PAROLE MATTER | HEREIN 15 
` rE SIOS BY SOS 32 
nl ReBuairtel 12/5/52. 
In accordance with request in. reairtel, enclosed herewith 


is one additional copy of, report of SA” RAYMOND J. DRISCOLL, 
Chicago, 12/3/52, in above cage. 
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